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TUESDAY,  JULY  22,  1913. 

Subcommittee  op  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

Unites)  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman) ,  Reed,  Walsh,  and  Nelson, 

Senator  Nelson.  Before  we  proceed  with  the  testimony  I  should 
like  to  make  a  statement  for  the  record. 

In  referring  yesterday  to  the  railroad  rate  bill  of  1910.  I  stated 
that  it  was  reported  by  Senator  Elkins  without  amendment  I 
omitted  to  state  the  fact  that  Senator  Cummins  and  Senator  Clapp 
made  a  minority  report  on  that  bill,  opposed  to  it,  and  that  Senator 
Cummins  followed  that  up  with  a  very  extensive  speech.  My  recoil 
lection  is  that  he  was  one  of  the  first  men  to  attack  it. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  an  administration  bill,  written  in  New 
York? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  that  bill  passed  the  Senate  there  was  noth- 
ing left  in  it  but  the  Commerce  Court. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  all  that  was  left  of  the  original  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall  will  take  the  stand. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MABTDT  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Resumed. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  ask  a  favor,  to 
know  where  I  am  at.  With  your  permission,  I  would  like  to  ask 
for  counsel  for  myself. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  have  counsel  to  advise  you  at  any  time, 
to  sit  with  you,  and  to  object  to  any  question  that  may  be  asked. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  this  in  relation  to  the  incidents  of 
yesterday,  that  I  did  not  come  into  this  investigation  to  favor  either 
party  or  to  make  a  political  investigation  in  any  sense  or  in  any 
way,  and  I  feel  I  would  like  to  have  counsel  for  that  reason,  for  X 
feel  it  is  slightly  drifting  away  from  my  intentions  of  what  I  at* 
tempted  to  do  in  relation  to  this  investigation. 

Tne  Chairman.  There  is  no  question  about  your  having  counsel. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Will  the  committee  furnish  counsel,  or  will  I  have 
to  furnish  my  own  counsel  ? 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  has  no  authority  to  do  so. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  typewritten  record  of  yester- 
day's proceedings,  at  page  151,  I  find  the  following.  Mr.  Mulhall 
is  reported  as  having  said : 

I  believe  that  Mr.  Watson  was  employed  by  the  Committee  of  One  Hundred 
on  the  Tariff  Commission  when  it  was  created  and  paid  a  certain  retainer  and 
a  certain  amount  of  money  per  week  for  his  services  while  he  was  here  in 
Washington  by  the  committee. 

I  am  reported  as  then  saying : 

Mr.  Chairman,  will  some  member  of  the  committee  please  ascertain  when  that 
was? 

And  the  chairman  courteously  said: 

When  was  that? 

The  reply  by  Mr.  Mulhall  was : 

The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself  on  the  bank, 
and  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles,  because  Mr.  Miles  stated  that  he  did  not  have  the 
money,  and  they  had  not  collected  the  money. 

And  he  further  says,  on  the  next  page,  that  Mr.  Watson  was  still 
a  Member  of  Congress. 

That  was  before  the  4th  of  March,  when  Mr.  Watson's  term  ex- 
pired. I  think  it  is  only  fair,  in  view  of  the  seriousness  of  that 
charge,  that  the  question  which  I  desired  to  put,  and  which  the  chair- 
man has  already  put,  be  specifically  answered,  and  that  the  time  be 
fixed,  and  if  necessary  the  check  that  is  said  to  have  been  given  be 
produced;  because  the  committee  will  see  that  is  a  pretty  serious 
charge,  and  it  should  be  specified  more  particularly  than  it  is  in  the 
record. 

The  Chairman.  You  read  from  page  151? 

Mr.  McCarter.  From  page  151  of  the  typewritten  record.  The 
chairman  said: 

When  was  that? 

And  Mr.  Mulhall  said: 

The  letters  will  show  that. 

The  Chairman  (reading  from  record  of  July  21) : 

Mr.  McCarteb.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  some  member  of  the  committee  please 
ascertain  when  that  was? 

The  Chaibman.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself 
on  the  bank,  and  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles,  because  Mr.  Miles  stated  that  he  did 
Hot  have  the  money,  and  they  had  not  collected  the  money.  I  borrowed  $20  from 
Mr.  Emery  because  that  was  about  all  the  money  that  I  had  in  cash  at  the  time, 
and  I  know  at  that  meeting  where  this  arrangement  was  made  they  set  a  price 
on  Mr.  Watson  of  $500  for  a  retainer.  Mr.  Emery  set  that  price  by  appealing 
to  Mr.  Kirby  and  the  rest,  and  $250  a  week  for  Mr.  Watson  while  he  was  here 
Working  in  that  work,  and  $10,000  if  he  got  the  bill  through  at  the  end  of  the 
campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Watson  at  that  time  was  not  a  Member  of  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes:  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress.  He  had  returned  from 
Indiana  after  being  defeated  for  governor. 

Senator  Reed.  His  term  had  not  run  out? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  not  until  the  4th  of  March. 

Mr.  McCakter.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  suggestion  is  that  the  witness 
be  again  interrogated  as  to  when  that  was. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  had  better  be  deferred  until  we  dis- 
cover that  the  letters  do  not  disclose  the  time.    If  they  do  not,  it 
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will  then  be  time  enough  to  interrogate  him  about  it.  The  testimony 
of  the  letters — the  written  evidence  of  the  fact — will  be  very  much 
more  valuable  to  everyone  than  Mr.  Mulhall's  recollection  of  the 
time,  which,  of  course,  will  be  more  or  less  inaccurate. 

Mr.  McCaster.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  be  permitted  to  suggest  that 
the  witness  be  instructed  to  produce  his  check  at  some  future 
hearing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  say  this,  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Reed.  Just  one  moment.  I  suggest  that  this  committee 
is  holding  an  investigation.  There  are  no  attorneys  present,  and  if 
I  have  my  way  there  will  not  be  any  present.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
that  any  interested  party  should  hand  to  the  committee  any  ques- 
tions which  it  is  desired  to  have  asked,  and  that  the  committee  should 
pass  on  whether  the  questions  ought  to  be  asked;  but,  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  as  one  member  of  the  committee,  I  am  not  willing  to 
engage  in  any  trial.  We  are  engaged  in  an  endeavor  to  ascertain 
some  facts,  and  the  committee  will  know  whether  or  not  it  is  satis- 
fied with  the  showing  in  regard  to  the  facts.  I  do  not  think  any 
witness  needs  any  counsel. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  Mr.  Mulhall  should  be  required  to  pro- 
duce this  check. 

Senator  Reed.  Who? 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understand  he  says  he  gave  his 
check. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator  Nelson,  I  did  not  say  I  gave  a  check.  I 
say  I  loaned  $500  to  Mr.  Miles.  It  was  cash.  I  believe  the  stub, 
though,  of  the  check  book,  when  I  got  the  money  out  of  the  bank — 
the  Citizens'  Savings  Bank  of  Baltimore — will  show  that  I  drew  the 
money  there,  but  the  money  was  carried  over  here  in  cash. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  a  right  to  correct  any  statement  that 
you  made,  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  did  make  that  statement,  I  am  correcting 
it  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  your  statement : 

The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself  on  the  bank 
and  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  see  any  check  mentioned  in  that.  Those 
people  never  wanted  checks  there,  one  way  or  the  other.  When  they 
come  to  their  own  checks — they  kept  no  Dooks — and  that  will  show 
pretty  plain  for  their  counsel  to  fully  explain. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Mulhall,  explain  how  you  got  the  $500. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  $500  was  in  the  German  Savings  Bank  in 
Baltimore.  I  drew  the  money  out  myself  and  carried  it  over  here 
and  turned  it  over  to  Mr.  Miles  in  cash.  As  I  stated,  I  borrowed 
$20  from  Mr.  Emery  so  I  would  have*  that  money  in  my  pocket.  I 
gave  him  the  $500  complete.  Mr.  Emery  chased  me  for  two  weeks 
before  I  paid  that  money  back.  He  was  a  little  alarmed  that  he 
would  not  get  it. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Reed,  you  may  proceed  with  your  ex- 
amination of  the  witness,  and  we  will  take  this  matter  under  ad- 
visement. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2414  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman? 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed,  is  there  anything  in  that  which  need  be  read! 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it : 

It  would  be  downright  foolish  to  make  any  suggestions  from  here,  because 
you  and  Mr.  Emery  are  in  constant  touch  with  the  men  who  control,  if  any- 
body does,  the  situation. 

No.  2415  is  a  duplicate  of  2414,  and  should  be  stricken  from  the 
record.  • 

The  Chairman.  I  will  instruct  the  clerk  to  strike  it  from  the 
record. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2416  a  Schwedtman  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yea 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  that  is  a  duplicate  of  some  former  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  In  the  print  it  is  said  to  be  a  duplicate  of  No.  2145. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  dated  January  29,  1909.  Comparing  it  with 
No.  2145,  which  I  have,  I  find  it  is  not  a  duplicate  at  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  My  recollection  is  that  we  had  a  similar  letter 
read,  but  I  can  not  give  the  number.    However,  it  is  immaterial. 

Senator  Reed.  It  comes  in  here  at  this  time  and  is  not  printed,  and 
I  think  should  be  printed. 

The  Chaibman.  You  may  read  it  into  the  record,  Senator  Reed. 

Senator  Reed.  After  further  examination  of  the  letter,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  find  that  No.  2416  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2414,  instead  of  being 
a  duplicate  of  No.  2145,  and  is  the  original  letter,  and  it  should  be 
substituted  for  No.  2414,  a  copy  of  which  is  in  the  record,  and  from 
which  I  have  read  a  short  extract. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  instruct  the  clerk  to  make  that  substitution. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2417  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  A  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman.    It  is  a  letter  sent  to  Mr.  Riesenberg. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  that  is  immaterial,  ana  my  impression  is 
that  we  have  had  something  of  that  kind  before. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  is  an  important  letter,  and  I  desire 
to  read  it : 

My  Dear  Mb.  Riesenberg:  Please  note  that  our  St  Louis  papers  speak 
more  sensibly  and  understanding^  about  the  tariff  commission  convention  than 
the  papers  of  many  other  cities,  all  of  which  proves  that  we  must  keep  in  as 
close  touch  with  the  papers  elsewhere  as  we  do  here  in  St  Louis. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  find  on  the  next  page  of  the  galley  proof,  it 
being  page  42-AAA,  an  article  or  letter  which  has  not  received  any 
number.    What  is  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  an  inclosure,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  the  print  of  the  clipping  which  I  now  hold 
in  my  hand. 

The  letter  which  Senator  Walsh  has  just  read,  No.  2417,  says: 

Please  note  that  our  St  Louis  papers  speak  more  sensibly  and  understand- 
ingly  about  the  tariff  commission  convention  than  the  papers  of  many  other 
cities,  etc. 

I  have  here  a  newspaper  clipping  in  relation  to  the  tariff  com- 
mission. Was  that  an  inclosure  with  the  letter  which  has  just  been 
read? 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  I  spggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  now  mark  that 
clipping  2417A,  so  that  it  shall  have  a  number. 

The  Chaibman.  Very  well.    It  will  be  so  marked. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2418  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman 
to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  about  a  miners9  convention.  Is  there  any 
need  of  reading  any  portion  of  that  f 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Nos.  2419,  2422  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  ad- 
dressed "  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  N  elson.  Was  not  that  letter  referred  to  yesterday  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Only  one  paragraph  of  it,  and  there  is  nothing 
else  in  it  that  seems  to  be  of  any  importance. 

Senator*  Reed.  2423,  2424  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  ad- 
dressed "  My  dear  Ferdinand." 

The  Chaibman.  Portions  of  that  were  read  on  yesterday. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2425  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  sent  to  Mr.  Bird  by 
myself. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  this  should  be  read  in  connection  with 
the  letter  dated  January  29  referring  to  the  colonel  obtaining  cer- 
tain copies  of  the  report  on  the  Sherman  Act.  It  bears  the  same 
date  and  is  addressed  to  J.  P.  Bird,  and  contains  the  following : 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  the  report  I  am  sending  to 
the  St  Louis  office  to-day,  also  a  copy  of  the  Congressional  Record  of  yesterday, 
and  a  copy  of  the  adverse  report  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  upon  the  Sherman 
law.  I  am  sending  this  letter  and  reports,  feeling  that  if  any  of  our  members 
should  drop  into  the  office  you  can  have  the  proper  information  to  tell  them 
the  good  news  of  the  defeat  of  any  amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act  in  this  and 
the  next  session  of  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  I  desire  also  to  read  this  other  portion  of  the  letter, 
as  going  to  show  the  relations  existing  between  the  parties : 

I  am  also  sending  you  an  invitation  to  be  my  guest  if  you  are  going  to  attend 
the  inauguration  here  on  the  4th  of  March.  If  you  come  over  with  Mrs.  Bird, 
Mrs.  Mulhall  and  I  would  feel  greatly  pleased  to  have  you  remain  at  our  home 
in  Baltimore  while  you  are  over  here.  We  know  how  the  hotels  will  be 
crowded  in  Washington,  and  as  Baltimore  is  less  than  an  hour's  ride  from  this 
city  it  would  be  almost  as  pleasant  coming  here  as  it  would  be  to  take  a 
reasonably  short  ride  upon  the  street  cars. 

Is  No.  2426  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand"? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  I  desire  to  read  this  paragraph: 

One  of  the  first  inquiries  that  Mr.  Watson  made  was  for  Mr.  Emery  and 
what  he  was  doing.  I  excused  Mr.  Emery  on  the  information  that  I  had  re- 
ceived from  his  clerk  yesterday,  and  that  was  that  Mr.  Emery  was  called 
suddenly  to  New  York  on  a  telegram,  and  that  he  had  to  take  the  3.30  p.  m. 
train,  but  that  he  would  be  back  on  the  limited  this  evening,  which  got  here 
at  8.30  p.  m.  Mr.  Emery  had  no  communication  with  me  before  he  left  for 
New  York,  so  I  do  not  know  what  his  plans  are.  So  if  he  has  gone  away  for 
another  long  stay,  I  feel  it  will  injure  our  work  considerably  here. 
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•  Senator  Reed.  I  also  think  the  first  paragraph  of  the  letter  should 
be  read.    It  is  as  follows: 

I  met  Mr.  Watson  at  noon  to-day  at  the  Speaker's  room  and  had  a  pleasing 
interview  with  him.  He  stated  that  he  had  seen  Mr.  Hitchcock  last  evening 
upon  his  own  matter,  and  that  he  would  see  the  chairman  of  the  national 
committee  again  to-day,  to  talk  over  the  situation  more  fully  with  him. 

I  call  attention  also  to  the  following  sentence : 

I  can  tell  by  Mr.  Watson's  receptions  of  me  and  his  way  of  talking  of  Mr. 
Emery'  that  he  is  dissatisfied  with  the  efforts  that  Mr.  Emery  is  making. 

No.  2427  is  a  letter  signed  "A.  J.  Allen,"  addressed  to  yourself. 
Did  you  receive  that  letter? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  contains  the  following  statement: 

I  shall  keep  your  letter  before  me,  and  upon  the  adjournment  of  the  U.  M. 
W.  of  A.  convention  will  endeavor  to  get  for  you  the  record  of  same  and  for- 
ward to  you. 

What  was  the  U.  M.  W.  of  A. ! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  miners'  convention  that  was  going 
on  at  Indianapolis  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  from  those  initials  give  us  the  title  of  that 
organization  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  United  Mine  Workers  of  America. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  this  A.  J.  Allen? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  young  gentleman  that  was  at  headquarters 
in  the  campaign  of  1908,  as  an  assistant  to  myself. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  he  belong  to  the  miners? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  j  he  was  secretary  of  one  of  the  manufacturing 
organizations  in  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2428  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  I  desire  to  read  the  following  from  that 
letter : 

I  went  to  Senator  Beverage's  office  to-day  to  get  Information  concerning 
what  was  told  me  while  in  the  office  of  Congressman  Sabath,  of  the  fifth 
Illinois  district. 

What  was  found  out  in  Congressman  Sabath's  office  that  was  re- 
ferred to  in  this  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  recall  it,  unless  it  was  something  about 
the  tariff  situation. 

The  Chairman.  I  desire  to  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter: 

I  had  a  long  and  pleasing  interview  this  afternoon  with  Mr.  Emery,  and  he 
and  I  fully  went  over  the  Watson  matter  and  also  talked  fully  over  the  different 
things  that  have  been  done  in  Congress  for  the  past  week.  Mr.  Emery  and  I 
are  fully  satisfied  with  the  situation  as  it  now  stands,  and  both  of  us 
thoroughly  agree  that  the  conditions  here  were  never  better  than  they  are  at 
the  present  time.  We  feel  that  this  has  been  a  red  letter  week  for  our  associa- 
tion, and  we  are  daily  growing  stronger  with  the  Senate  and  the  Members  of  the 
House. 

I  think  the  following  is  also  of  interest : 

On  my  way  to  Senator  Beveridge's  office  I  was  informed  by  an  intimate 
friend  of  mine  that  there  was  a  delegation  from  the  Central  Labor  Union  of 
this  city  who  called  on  Senator  Beveridge  on  last  Thursday  in  relation  to  this 
measure  and  Senator  Beveridge  promised  this  delegation  that  he  would  do 
all  that  lay  in  his  power  to  have  the  employers'  liability  bill  amended  so  it 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3025 

would  meet  their  approval.  I  am  given  to  understand  that  the  Senator  has 
got  such  a  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  I  will  do  my  best  to  get  a  copy  of 
the  bill  and  send  it  to  you  with  my  next  report. 

Is  No.  2429  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Henry  Riesenberg  to 
Ferdinand  C.  Schweatnian  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  that  is  a  copy  that  was 
sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  first  line  there  should  be  stricken  out, 
"  Copy  to  Mr.  Miles,  Col.  Mulhall,  and  Mr.  Boudinot." 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  printed  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  All  right. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2430,  2431  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  paragraph  should  be  read : 

It  is  very  kind  of  you  to  invite  me  to  the  inauguration,  and  I  am  going  to 
accept,'  and  I  know  that  Mrs.  Bird  will  be  delighted  to  be  there  also.  Please 
convey  to  Mrs.  Mulhall  mine  and  Mrs.  Bird's  deep  appreciation  of  your  kind- 
ness. Would  It  be  possible  for  you  to  obtain  seats  in  any  of  the  stands  from 
which  the  parade  could  be  reviewed?  I  have  never  seen  an  inaugural  parade, 
and  I  should  be  intensely  interested  to  see  one,  more  so,  I  think  than  to 
listen  to  Mr.  Taft's  inaugural  address,  as  I  understand  from  Mr.  Boudinot 
that  the  parade  does  not  pass  the  stand  upon  which  the  President  takes  the 
oath  of  office  and  delivers  his  inaugural  address.  However,  I  shall  be  in 
your  hands,  and  I  am  confident  that  when  the  affair  is  over  I  shall  have  noth- 
ing but  the  most  pleasant  memories.  As  soon  as  I  can  discuss  this  with  Mrs. 
Bird  I  will  advise  you  as  to  the  date  of  our  arrival,  etc. 

Mr.  Emery  was  with  us  yesterday,  and  gave  us  a  very  pleasing  resumg  of 
the  late  developments  in  Washington,  and  it  is  with  a  great  deal  of  pleasure 
that  we  realize  at  last  the  fact  that  Congress  and  the  Senate  have  been  educated 
to  believe  that  we  are  sound  in  the  principles  that  we  advocate,  and  we 
should  cooperate  in  every  way  for  a  continuation  of  this  feeling,  and  lose  no 
opportunity  to  express  to  Senators  and  Congressmen  our  desire  to  cooperate 
with  them  in  every  particular. 

Senator  Reed.  2432,  2434  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  Mr.  Mulhall's  letter,  is  it  not? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  should  like  to  read  one  paragraph  from  that : 

I  left  Mr.  Smith's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Andrew  J.  Volstead, 
of  the  seventh  Minnesota  district.  Mr.  Volstead  was  strongly  against  a  tariff- 
commission  bill,  and  went  into  a  long  argument  why  he  would  not  support  a 
measure  of  this  kind.  My  interview  with  Mr.  Volstead  lasted  for  over  half  an 
hour,  but  I  found  it  was  of  no  use  to  waste  my  time  on  Mr.  Volstead. 

I  would  like  to  read  also  the  next  paragraph : 

I  left  Mr.  Volstead's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Frederick  C.  Stevens, 
of  the  fourth  Minnesota  district.  Mr.  Stevens  is  against  a  tariff-commission  bill, 
and  a  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  like  all  the  rest  of  that 
committee,  I  found  him  very  strongly  against  a  tariff-commission  bill.  Mr. 
Stevens  stated  that  there  were  too  many  commissions  already  created,  and  that 
the  Treasury  Department  and  other  departments  could  do  all  the  work  that  a 
tariff  commission  could  do,  and  he  did  not  see  the  sense  of  creating  any  more 
commissions.  His  argument  and  Mr.  Vol  stead's  argument  were  about  the  same 
against  creating  a  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2435  a  copy  of  an  account  which  you  rendered 
to  this  association  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  And  does  it  correctly  show  the  items  of  expenditure 
and  receipt,  as  far  as  it  purports  to  do  so  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2436,  2437  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2435. 

No.  2438  is  not  printed. 

Senator  Nelson.  No.  2438  is  omitted  in  the  printed  record.  There 
is  this  statement  in  the  printed  record : 

Open  letter  of  the  shoe  manufacturers  of  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  to  the  public, 
February  24,  1909,  text  omitted. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand  that  is  the  statement,  but  I  wanted  to 
see  if  the  document  was  here,  and  to  see  what  it  was.  This  print  was 
prepared  by  clerks,  and  I  thought  we  ought  to  know  about  it.  I  hand 
it  to  the  committee  to  see  if  there  is  anything  in  it  that  they  want  put 
in  the  record.  If  not,  I  will  pass  on.  It  seems  to  be  impertinent  to 
the  inquiry  here.    It  is  in  favor  of  the  open  shop. 

243^-2443  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  one  paragraph  of  this  letter  that  relates 
to  Mr.  Hammond,  the  only  Democratic  Congressman  from  Minnesota, 
which  I  v*ant  to  read.    It  reads  as  follows: 

I  left  Mr.  Gilham's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  WInfleld  S.  Ham- 
mond, of  the  second  Minnesota  district  Mr.  Hammond  was  noncommittal  and 
would  not  say  that  he  was  for  or  against  a  tariff  commission  bill.  He  stated 
also  that  he  would  like  to  have  the  proceedings  of  the  convention  sent  him, 
providing  they  were  printed. 

Senator  Reed.  2444,  2445  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  ad- 
dressed "My  Dear  Ferdinand,"  dated  February  1,  1909. 
Senator  Walsh.  The  next  to  the  last  paragraph  reads: 

Mr.  Emery  told  me  last  week  about  his  having  ten  thousand  copies  of  Judge 
Jenkins's  speech  printed.  It  is  too  bad  that  we  could  not  have  a  hundred  thou- 
sand of  them  printed,  and  a  number  of  them  sent  to  the  labor  unions  who  have 
been  misinformed  along  those  lines,  for  I  feel  that  both  organized  labor  and 
unorganized  labor  has  been  woefully  misled  by  those  labor  leaders  who  are 
under  the  spell  of  Gompers  and  his  crowd.  There  are  thousands  of  working- 
men  who,  if  they  could  be  furnished  with  this  class  of  information,  would  see 
matters  in  their  true  light,  and  I  feel  that  it  would  do  a  world  of  good.  I 
brought  over  twenty-five  copies  of  the  Record  with  Mr.  Hepburn's  speech  in  it, 
and  also  a  Record  with  Judge  Jenkins's  speech  in,  and  also  the  decision  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate,  and  gave  them  to  the  secretary  of  the 
Workingmen's  Protective  Association  of  Baltimore.  This  organization  is  always 
pleased  to  get  any  documents  of  this  kind. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  particular  language, 
"  also  the  decision  by  the  Judiciary  Committee." 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  that  refers  to  the  report. 

Senator  Walsh.  Because  in  an  earlier  letter  reference  was  made 
to  the  "  decision  "  of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  comment  was  made  upon  the  use  of  that 
word. 

Senator  Reed.  It  evidently  refers  to  the  report. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  it  was  the  decision  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee to  report  adversely  on  the  bill. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  The  second  paragraph  reads : 

I  note  what  you  say  in  relation  to  Mr.  Watson,  and  I  have  used  the  greatest 
care  that  I  know  how  to  use  upon  this  matter.  Of  course  there  are  times  that 
I  feel  like  breaking  loose,  but  when  I  get  this  kind  of  a  feeling  I  generally  go 
aad  hare  a  talk  with  Mr.  Emery  or  Mr.  Watson  or  somebody  else,  and  then  I 
am  guided  in  a  large  measure  by  the  advice  given  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  last  sentence  of  the  next  paragraph  is  im- 
portant.   It  reads : 

Mr.  Watson  this  morning  seemed  to  be  better  pleased  with  the  situation  as 
far  as  we  are  concerned.  He  told  me  he  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery 
on  Saturday,  and  he  and  Mr.  Emery  came  to  an  agreeable  understanding  in 
relation  as  to  what  should  be  done. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2446  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
u  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  He  invites  Schwedtman  to  come  over  to  the 
inauguration. 

Is  2447,  2448  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  last  paragraph  reads: 

We  have  been  extremely  fortunate  at  this  session  of  Congress.  We  have 
taken  advantage  of  the  good  feeling  for  the  manufacturers  after  the  last  cam- 
paign, and  about  five  or  six  weeks  ago  I  was  instructed  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to 
make  a  complete  canvass  among  the  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  and  try 
to  learn,  if  possible,  how  they  stood  upon  a  tariff  commission  bill.  The  holding 
of  the  convention  in  Indianapolis  this  month  gave  me  a  good  opportunity  to 
Interview  the  Senate  and  House,  and  every  gentleman  that  I  have  seen  I  have 
done  my  best  to  interview  and  learn  from  him  how  he  stood  upon  labor  meas- 
ures, and  I  am  agreeably  surprised  at  the  situation  as  I  find  it  As  I  wrote 
Mr.  Schwedtman  last  Friday,  things  have  completely  changed  here  in  the 
last  few  years,  and  it  is  becoming  fashionable  now  for  the  Members  of 
Congress  to  seek  the  friendship  of  those  connected  with  our  organisation,  in- 
stead of  avoiding  them  as  they  formerly  did.  Of  course,  as  you  say,  it  is 
accessary  to  do  everything  we  possibly  can  for  the  continuation  of  this  feeling, 
tat  I  feel  that  with  our  organization  all  working  together,  as  it  has  been  doing 
tar  the  past  couple  of  years,  we  will  not  only  continue  to  gain  in  power  but  will 
continue  to  spread  the  light,  and  bring  conditions  to  both  capital  and  labor 
that  they  have  never  had  before. 

Senator  Keed.  Is  No.  2449  a  letter  you  received  from  J.  Kirby,  jr.! 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  The  last  paragraph  reads : 

The  action  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  in  turning  down  the  proposed 
Sherman  law  amendments  must  be  very  gratifying  to  all  of  us;  it  certainly 
la  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  that  Mr.  Kirby  is  identified  on  the  letter- 
head as  "  John  Kirby,  jr.,  director  at  large,  Dayton,  Ohio." 

No.  2450  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "  My  Dear 
.Ferdinand." 

The  Chairman.  The  second  paragraph  reads : 

At  2  p.  m.  I  left  Mr.  Gardner's  office  and  was  engaged  with  Mr.  Emery  for 
about  an  hour  and  a  half,  talking  over  the  situation  and  comparing  notes.  I 
read  Mr.  Emery  the  paragraph  in  your  letter  of  the  29th,  in  relation  to  Mr. 
Watson,  which  I  received  last  evening,  and  I  am  extremely  pleased  with  the 
program  that  is  now  mapped  out  between  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Emery. 

What  was  that  program  ? 

Mr.  Mulhaix.  When  Watson  came  East  he  took,  in  a  large  meas- 
ure, my  place  in  doing  lobby  work,  and  consulted  with  Mr.  Emery 
frequently  concerning  the  workings  in  Congress  here.    Watson,  as 
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I  stated  yesterday,  had  all  his  mail  sent  from  Mr.  Emery's  office, 
and,  as  near  as  I  could  get  at  it,  when  he  was  in  the  city  Mr.  Emery 
and  he  consulted  daily  about  things  here  in  Washington,  about  Con- 
gress and  upon  labor  measures. 
•  Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  in  this  same  letter  to  the  following: 

After  leaving  the  House  Office  Building  I  met  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  of  the 
2nd  New  Jersey  district  Mr.  Gardner  took  me  to  his  office,  and  I  was  en- 
gaged with  him  for  about  an  hour  and  a  half,  listening  to  different  stories  he 
had  to  tell  about  his  experience  in  Congress.  Of  course,  I  did  not  think  it  was 
courteous  to  break  away,  although  I  had  phoned  to  Mr.  Emery  early  in  the  day 
that  I  would  be  at  his  office  about  the  noon  hour. 

At  2  p.  m.  I  left  Mr.  Gardner's  office  and  was  engaged  with  Mr.  Emery  for 
about  an  hour  and  a  half,  talking  over  the  situation  and  comparing  notes.  I 
read  Mr.  Emery  the  paragraph  in  your  letter  of  the  29th,  in  relation  to  Mr. 
Watson,  which  I  received  last  evening,  and  I  am  extremely  pleased  with  the 
program  that  is  now  mapped  out  between  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Emery. 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Watson  I  called  at  Mr.  Sherman's  office,  but  found  that 
he  was  out  of  the  city,  making  an  address  at  the  State  legislature  at  Albany, 
New  York,  and  would  not  return  here  until  Tuesday  night  or  Wednesday 
morning. 

I  want  to  thank  you  very  much  for  your  two  letters  to  me,  and  your  letters 
to  Mr.  Emery  and  I  have  cleared  the  situation  a  great  deal,  and  we  now  under- 
stand the  situation  as  Mr.  Van  Cleave  wants  it,  thoroughly. 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  the  bill  presented  by  Mr. 
Steenerson  last  year,  on  a  tariff  commission.  He  wished  me  to  send  it  to  Mr. 
Van  Cleave,  and  I  feel  that  if  he  gets  a  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  or  yourself 
it  would  be  a  great  help  to  get  him  actively  to  work  for  a  tariff  commission. 

No.  2451-2453  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  reads  in  part: 

I  started  in  to  work  at  the  usual  time  this  morning,  but  unfortunately  this 
has  been  a  day  that  I  have  been  up  against  it  so  far  as  long  interviews  are  con- 
cerned. I  have  seen  but  four  Members  of  the  House  to-day,  and  for  the  balance 
of  the  day  I  have  been  engaged  I  will  make  a  special  report  covering  my  work. 

The  first  party  I  saw  in  the  House  Office  Building  to-day  was  Mr.  Henry  S. 
<Caulfield,  of  the  11th  Missouri  district.  Mr.  Caulfield  is  strongly  against  a 
tariff  commission  bill,  and  did  not  hesitate  to  say  so.  Of  course,  Mr.  Canlfleld's 
statement  kind  of  took  me  off  my  feet,  for  I  expected  to  find  a  warm  friend  in 
Mr.  Caulfield  for  our  organization,  but  I  found  just  the  opposite.  I  told  Mr. 
Caulfield  that  I  was  acquainted  somewhat  in  his. district  and  that  I  met  Mr. 
Finley,  who  accepted  the  nomination  in  his  district  last  summer,  and  that  we 
were  ready  and  anxious  to  assist  Mr.  Finley  to  win  in  that  district,  and  that  I 
had  supposed  that  the  manufacturers  in  St.  Louis  did  aid  Mr.  Finley. 

Mr.  Caulfield  opened  his  interview  by  stating  lhat  the  manufacturers  of  St. 
Louis  were  the  poorest  lot  of  politicians  that  he  knew  of  in  the  country,  and 
that  this  was  his  first  term  in  Congress,  and  he  owed  nothing  to  the  manu- 
facturers of  his  district,  when  he  was  elected.  In  fact,  he  never  received  a 
communication  from  them  until  after  he  was  elected,  and  that  he  had  learned 
a  trade  in  a  certain  factory  in  St.  Louis,  and  after  leaving  that  factory  and 
studying  law,  and  getting  the  nomination  for  Congress,  he  went  to  the  owner 
of  that  factory  and  asked  for  the  privilege  of  going  over  his  shops  and  re- 
newing his  acquaintance  with  a  number  of  the  men,  and  this  was  flatly  denied 
him.  He  said  he  did  not  get  a  particle  of  assistance  from  any  manufacturers 
living  in  St.  Louis,  and  he  owed  them  nothing ;  that  he  paid  his  own  campaign 
expenses  when  elected,  and  never  received  any  assistance  from  any  manufac- 
turers' organization. 

I  told  him  that  I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Asso- 
ciation and  the  Manufacturers'  Association  of  St.  Louis  had  helped  him.  and 
he  answered  this  by  stating  that  they  did  not,  and  that  they  were  a  lot  of  M  no 
goods/'  and  that  if  I  had  any  acquaintances  out  there  I  might  write  and  tell 
them  so,  for  that  really  was  his  experience  with  them  when  he  ran  for  Congress. 
He  stated  that  he  had  never  got  a  dollar  from  the  manufacturers  and  he  waa 
under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Finley  had  never  received  a  dollar,  and  the 
reason  that  Mr.  Finley  was  so  badly  defeated  in  St.  Louis  last  year  was  on 
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account  of  the  treatment  he  received  from  the  business  people  In  his  district, 
they  not  aiding  him. 

Mr.  Caulfield  stated  that  he  did  not  get  any  invitation  to  attend  the  con- 
vention in  Indianapolis  and  would  not  attend  if  he  did,  for  his  duties  here  at 
the  present  time  took  all  of  his  time,  and,  besides,  he  was  going  out  of  Congress 
after  the  4th  of  March,  and  he  did  not  know  as  he  would  ever  run  for  this 
office  again. 

My  interview  with  Mr.  Caulfield  lasted  for  about  forty  minutes,  and  I  told 
him  of  a  great  many  things  that  the  manufacturers  had  done  in  politics  for 
the  past  six  years,  and  I  was  strongly  under  the  impression  that  if  he  had  met 
the  right  people  in  St  Louis  that  were  at  the  head  of  the  manufacturing  or- 
ganizations that  he  would  have  a  different  story  to  tell.  Before  leaving  his 
office  he  and  I  became  quite  friendly,  but  all  through  my  interview  with  him 
lie  gave  me  the  impression  that  he  favored  the  labor  organizations  of  his  home 
city,  and  he  also  gave  me  the  impression  that  he  intended  to  be  a  candidate, 
if  not  for  Congress,  for  some  other  office  in  St.  Louis  in  the  near  future. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Caulfield's  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Harry  L.  May- 
nard,  of  the  2d  Virginia  district. 

Is  No.  2454  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Gentlemen  of  the  committee,  I  have  here  this  ques- 
tion, given  to  me  by  Mr.  Emery  to  ask  Mr.  Mulhall :  Did  Mr.  Wat- 
son make  his  headquarters  in  Mr.  Emery's  office  during  the  winter 
of  1908-9,  before  his  retirement  from  Congress  on  March  4,  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  yes,  sir ;  because  I  fre- 
quently met  him  there  myself. 

Senator  Reed.  Whether  he  made  his  headquarters  there  or  not, 
do  you  know  whether  he  was  there  frequently  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.    Not  only  that.    1  want  to  say,  since  that 

Zuestion  is  asked,  that   Senator  Hemenway  and  ex-Congressman 
littlepage  had  an  office  communicating  with  Mr.  Emery's  office.    Mr.' 
Watson  made  both  those  offices  virtually  his  home  at  all  times  after 
he  ran  for  governor,  after  the  campaign  of  1898,  as  near  as  I  can 
remember.    He  was  to  be  found  there  at  all  times. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  was  that  office? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Nos.  11  and  13  Union  Trust  Building;  and  I 
believe  Mr.  Littlepage's  and  Mr.  Hemenway's  office  was  15  and  17 
Union  Trust  Building,  this  city. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  show  you  No.  2455,  which  seems  to  be  a  copy 
of  a  letter  bearing  the  signature,  as  well  as  I  can  judge  of  it,  "  Ferd. 
C.  Schwedtman,  and  addressed  "  My  Dear  Mr.  fiiesenberg."  I 
will  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  was  sent  to  you  by 
Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  show  you  2456,  2457.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter 
written  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  Mr.  Miles,  and  which  was  forwarded 
to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Attached  to  that,  or  with  it,  and  numbered  2457, 
is  the  result  of  a  poll  of  some  kind,  and  it  is  marked  "Tariff  poll 
of  Congress,  summary  Feb.  3."    That  is  in  typewriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  seem  to  be  two  poll  lists. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  made  a  canvass  of  the  Members,  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man at  different  times  sent  me  a  list  of  that  kind  to  show  how  the 
Members  stood. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  this  second  document  one  of  those  lists? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Bebd.  Sent  to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Beed.  That  is  marked  2457. 

(Senator  Beed  here  read  in  full  2456,  2457.) 

Senator  Beed.  Is  No.  2458  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  you  by 
Mr.  Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  an  original  letter  written  by  Mr.  Boudinot 
to  me. 

Senator  Beed.  Yes;  it  simply  incloses  treasury  check  for  $209.90, 
covering  expense  account 

No.  2459-2461  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

No.  2462  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

(Senator  Beed  read  in  full  No.  2462.) 

Senator  Beed.  No.  2463  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand."   It  reads  as  follows: 

(2463.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  J^  1909. 

My  Dear  Ferdinand:  Yesterday  was  an  extremely  quiet  day  as  faf  as  bills 
pertaining  to  our  organisation  are  concerned,  and  it  appears  now  as  if  we 
would  have  but  very  little  more  legislation  of  that  kind  for  some  time  to  come. 

Of  course  Brother  Emery  is  as  vigilant  as  ever  and  thinks  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  one  of  us  to  be  on  the  "  job  "  continually,  and  I  fully  agree  with 
him,  for  we  can  not  tell  the  moment  that  those  fellows  will  attempt  to  spring 
something.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  no  use  of  going  any  fur- 
ther to  canvass  the  Members  upon  a  tariff  commission  bill.  We  have  now  got  a 
first-class  line  on  all  the  leaders  in  Congress,  in  both  the  House  and  Senate, 
and  whenever  we  get  the  word  to  push  a  bill  of  this  kind  I  am  positive  that 
we  will  know  the  right  men  to  see  to  get  it  into  the  committee  and  through  the 
House  and  Senate  on  Its  passage. 

I  am  going  with  Mr.  Emery  to-day  to  see  Mr.  William  B.  McKlnley,  of  the 
nineteenth  Illinois  district,  chairman  of  the  national  committee,  and  other 
Illinois  Members.  We  are  taking  advantage,  in  a  political  way,  of  the  situation 
in  Illinois  at  the  present  time — that  is,  we  know  that  Senator  Albert  J.  Hop- 
kins is  attempting  to  get  back  to  the  Senate,  and  as  there  is  a  deadlock  in  that 
State  upon  the  election  of  a  Senator,  we  are  spreading  the  impression  that 
on  account  of  the  contemptible  stand  taken  by  Senator  Hopkins  at  the  con- 
vention held  in  Chicago  last  June,  wherein  he  was  extremely  unfair  to  the 
manufacturing  interests  in  refusing  them  a  hearing  bofore  the  committee  on 
resolutions  and  packing  that  committee  in  favor  of  the  Gompers  crowd,  has 
in  a  large  measure  brought  this  fight  upon  his  own  shoulders.  There  have  been 
some  votes  cast  for  Mr.  McKlnley  since  the  contest  started,  and  Mr.  Emery 
and  I  will  see  Mr.  McKlnley  to-day  on  this  issue  and  try  to  gain  his  active 
influence  for  our  people  from  this  time  on.  Of  course  Mr.  McKlnley  is  chairman 
of  the  national  congressional  committee,  taking  Mr.  Sherman's  place,  and  would 
be  a  very  valuable  and  strong  man  in  the  next  House.  He  is  extremely  friendly 
at  the  present  time,  but  we  are  doing  all  we  can  to  make  this  friendship  much 
stronger. 

I  send  this  information  to  you  hoping  that  you  will  be  able  to  take  some 
advantage  of  it,  and  also  convincing  you  that  James  and  I  are  on  the  job  for 
all  it  is  worth,  so  closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Faithfully,  yours, 

• 

Mr.  Ferdinand  C.  Schwedtman, 

St.  Louis,  Mo. 
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Who  was  James? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  do  the  things  you  said  in  this  letter  you 
did? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  the  whole  organization  was  in- 
structed to  work  against  Senator  Hopkins,  of  Illinois,  on  account  of 
the  stand  he  took  at  the  national  convention  in  1908.  That  letter 
just  states  the  stand  he  did  take. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2464  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
u  Mv  Dear  Ferdinand  "  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh  read  from  the  letter  referred  to,  as  follows : 

The  House  Judiciary  Committee  adjourned  sine  die  to-day,  so  of  course  that 
closes  all  legislation  that  we  would  have  anything  to  do  with  for  the  present; 
besides,  I  have  had  a  very  agreeable  interview  with  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner, 
chairman  of  the  House  Labor  Committee,  and  he  told  me  that  his  committee 
and  the  subcommittee  would  not  make  any  reports  upon  the  constitutionality 
of  the  eight-hour  bill  or  other  bills  at  this  session,  so  this  finishes  the  work  of 
those  two  committees  on  the  House  side,  and  will  leave  the  road  clear  for  us 
for  this  session  of  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  first  paragraph : 

I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  go  into  the  Watson  matter  with  you,  or 
what  was  done  here  yesterday,  for  I  am  fully  aware  that  Mr.  Emery  has  both 
written  and  telegraphed  you  all  that  is  necessary  upon  that  subject  I  still  have 
hopes  that  the  place  will  be  open  so  we  can  aid  Mr.  Watson,  and  next  week  will 
close  this  incident  one  way  or  the  other,  but  just  as  soon  as  Mr.  Watson  gets 
back  there  will  be  things  done  that  will  show  us  just  where  we  are  at. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  paragraph  that  Senator  Reed  just  read  evi- 
dently refers  to  getting  him  a  place  in  the  Cabinet.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2465,  2466  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
u  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  a  Mulhall  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  relates  to  his  being  stopped  on  account  of  a 
policeman  thinking  he  was  a  book  agent. 

Senator  Reed.  My  friend  Mr.  Cushing  comes  in  here,  again.  I  do 
not  know  how  important  a  factor  he  may  be  before  this  is  over. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  seems  to  have  been  a  rivalry  between  him 
and  Mr.  Mulhall  as  to  getting  the  various  manufacturers  of  the 
country  on  their  lists. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  a  rivalry  between  Mr.  Cushing  and  me;  it  was 
a  rivalry  between  the  organizations.  The  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  were  doing  all  they  knew  how  to  drive  Mr.  Cushing 
out  of  Washington. 

Senator  Nelson.  Had  not  Mr.  Cushing  started  up  another  organi- 
zation ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  He  was  working  then  for  the  Metal  Trades 
Association,  an  organization  that  has  affiliated  with  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  are  now  under  the  heading  of  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 
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Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2467  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  A.  J. 
Allen? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2468  the  reply  of  Mr.  Allen? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2469  a  letter  from  Mr.  Parry  to  yourself? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

I  certainly  do  hope  the  Lord  will  smile  on  the  efforts  being  made  to  place 
Watson  in  the  Cabinet.  I  have  been  doing  all  in  my  power  toward  that  end, 
but  just  how  far  I  may  have  succeeded  is  hard  to  tell  until  it  comes  to  the 
show-down. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2470  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudinot? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  this  paragraph : 

I  merely  throw  out  the  suggestion  that  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  Mr.  James  S.  Sherman,  would  speak  at  our  next  convention — that  Is,  I 
mean  the  convention  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers — if  he  is 
extended  an  invitation,  and  I  also  know  that  Mr.  Sherman  will  help  you  in  any 
way  you  wish  his  aid  to  get  first-class  speakers  for  that  event. 

Senator  Reed.  Apropos  of  the  other  matter  we  had  up  here  in 
regard  to  Senator  Nelson,  I  read  the  following: 

The  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  adjourned  to-day  sine  die,  so  there 
is  no  danger  of  any  legislation  that  will  require  close  watching  for  the  balance 
of  this  session,  so  from  this  time  out  I  suppose  Mr.  Emery  and  I  can  wander 
around  to  attend  to  other  matters  that  are  requiring  our  attention,  so  I  am 
hoping  that  I  may  get  an  invitation  to  go  to  Indianapolis. 


2471,  2472  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 


I  know  that  you  will  do  splendid  work  with  McKinley,  and  he  is  a  good 
man,  too;  but  I  am  particularly  impressed  with  what  you  say  about  either  yoa 
or  Mr.  Emery  being  on  the  job  all  the  time.  You  know  better  than  we  all  do 
how  tricky  politicians  are,  and  the  minute  you  both  have  your  backs  turned 
they  are  liable  to  put  up  a  job  on  us. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Schwedtman,  and  bear- 
ing what  appears  to  be  the  impression  of  a  rubber-stamp  signature 
of  H.  E.  Miles.  The  letter  which  is  marked  in  the  print  as  2471. 
2472  should  be  marked  2471,  and  this  letter  bearing  the  signature  oi 
H.  E.  Miles,  which  in  the  print  has  no  number,  should  be  numbered 
2472.    That  was  evidently  the  purpose  of  the  printer. 

2473,  2474  is  another  letter  that  you  received  from  Schwedtman, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  nothing  in  that,  is  there,  that  anybody 
wants  to  have  read  ? 

No.  2475  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Is  No.  2476  a  letter  from  Boudinot  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  He  says : 

Am  very  glad  to  have  suggestions  about  Mr.  Sherman  and  will  lay  it  before 
the  committee  of  arrangements. 

Do  you  know  what  that  referred  to? 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  in  regard  to  an  invitation  to  address 
the  association. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  evidently  an  answer  to  the  letter  sug- 
gesting that  Mr.  Sherman  would  speak  at  the  meeting. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2477  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you> 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  still  very  strongly  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  some 
one  staying  in  Washington,  and  he  very  much  favors  your  remaining  in  charge. 
We  don't  know  what  will  come  up  in  the  three  or  four  directions  in  which  we 
are  working,  and  to  be  in  telegraphic  communication  with  Washington  at 
every  moment  day  and  night  seems  almost  essential.  We  all  feel  awfully  bad 
about  this,  because  we  would  like  very  much  to  have  you  in  Indianapolis, 
but  duty  is  with  you  the  same  as  with  us  the  first  consideration.  You  know, 
for  instance,  that  my  duty  will  call  me  away  from  Indianapolis  part  of  the 
time.  I  must  come  back  to  preside  at  our  St.  Louis  meeting  on  Tuesday 
evening. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2478  a  letter  from  Allen  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir.  I  notice  the 
heading  of  that  letter,  Senator,  and  I  want  to  correct  myself.  Mr. 
Allen  was  secretary  of  the  Employers'  Association  of  Indianapolis, 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2479  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  No.  2479.) 

Senator  Reed.  2480,  2481  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr* 
Parry? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

Watson  has  been  West  at  home,  on  account  of  the  sickness  of  his  father, 
since  the  middle  of  last  week,  but  we  expect  him  back  here  to-day,  and  as  soon 
as  he  returns  I  shall  certainly  tell  him  of  the  many  nice  things  you  say  in  both 
your  letters  of  recent  date  to  me  about  him.  I  feel  certain  the  Watson  matter 
will  be  settled  this  week,  just  as  soon  as  he  returns,  but  I  am  a  little  bit  afraid 
that,  to  meet  with  success,  his  canvass  was  taken  up  a  little  too  late. 

2482,  2483  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  I  will  read  this  one  paragraph  of  that: 

Mr.  Emery  has  not  showed  up  to  date  since  he  left  last  week,  and  Watson  is 
in  the  same  boat  so  that  all  I  am  doing  at  the  present  time  is  sitting  on  the  lid 
and  watching  things. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  sentence : 

I  expect  that  when  Mr.  Emery  gets  back  he  will  have  a  few  busy  days,  for 
before  he  left  here  both  he  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  we  would  do  all 
we  possibly  could  this  week  to  push  the  organization  of  the  committees,  with 
the  aid  of  our  friends. 

Does  that  refer  to  the  committees  in  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2484  is  another  letter  of  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows: 

The  inclosed  is  the  last  gun  being  fired  from  this  office  in  connection  with  the 
convention. 

No.  2485  is  a  letter  of  Van  Cleave  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  No.  2485.) 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2486  a  copy  of  another  financial  report  that 
you  made  to  this  organization,  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  So  far  as  it  purports  to  show  the  facts,  is  it  correct? 

Mr,  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2487,  2488  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is 
it  riot? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter? 

My  Dear  Martin:  I  have  before  me  your  letter  of  February  9.  You  are 
mistaken  when  you  say  that  you  feel  sure  you  will  not  be  missed  in  Indianapolis. 
You  will  be  missed  more  than  any  other  one  man  living,  and  it  is  with  the 
greatest  reluctance  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  his  final  orders  for  you  to  keep 
the  lid  down  in  Washington  while  Mr.  Emery  is  gone. 

The  chief  feels  that  your  presence  in  Washington  is  especially  important  on 
account  of  the  recent  incident  in  connection  with  the  anonymous  letter.  We 
have  indications  now  that  an  anonymous  statement  similar  to  that  one  is  being 
sent  to  organizations  all  over  the  country.  I  understand  that  this  statement 
accuses  you  of  defeating  Jenkins,  Watson,  and  Hemenway.  I  hope  to  place  a 
copy  before  you  and  Mr.  Emery  promptly.  What  steps  have  you  taken  to 
trace  this  matter?  Mr.  Van  Cleave  would  like  to  have  you  give  your  whole 
energy  to  it  Is  it  not  possible  to  find  out  from  the  guard  who  detained  you 
Under  whose  orders  or  on  whose  Initiative  he  acted?  It  would  seem  the  best 
clue  on  which  to  work.  Possibly  we  might  learn  something  from  our  friends 
Hemenway,  Watson,  and  Jenkins,  by  having  these  men  talk  encouragingly  to 
our  fat  friend.  He  may  admit  it  if  they  say  they  are  in  sympathy  with  him, 
but  I  doubt  it.  Furthermore,  I  have  no  intention  of  seriously  making  sugges- 
tions to  a  former  star  of  the  Secret  Service  Bureau;  a  man  who  can  run 
down  moonshiners  in  Kentucky  ought  to  be  able  to  run  down  moral  cut- 
throats in  Washington. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  "  our  fat  friend  "  mentioned  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Marshall  Gushing. 

Senator  Reed.  The  anonymous  letter  referred  to  was  the  one 
that  has  already  been  referred  to  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  supposition  was  that  Mr.  Cushing  wrote  this 
letter.  When  X  was  mating  a  canvass  of  the  House,  I  generally 
Went  from  door  to  door. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  does  he  refer  to  when  he  speaks  of  "  a 
former  star  of  the  Secret  Service  Bureau  "  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  guess  that  refers  to  me,  Senator;  I  was  quite  suc- 
cessful when  I  was  in  that  service. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  had  better  read  the  rest  of  that  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  run  down  moonshiners  in  Kentucky? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  moral  cutthroats  in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  about  that,  Senator.  He  is  referring 
to  Mr.  Cushing.  That  shows  his  great  love  for  Cushing.  After  I 
left  the  service  that  is  what  they  dubbed  me.  That  is  one  of  the 
reason?  "        ~  "  Lting. 
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Senator  Reed.  The  last  paragraph  of  this  letter  reads : 

In  conclusion  let  me  say  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  thoroughly  appreciates  the  sug- 
gestions that  you  make  as  to  danger  of  stampeding  the  convention.  You  have 
had  so  much  experience  with  conventions  that  you  know  that  the  average  man 
coming  there  is  fair-minded  and  anxious  to  stand  for  Justice  and  right  He  can 
not  be  stampeded  easily,  especially  since  our  cause  is  so  clean,  so  straight,  and 
so  aboveboard  that  it  must  appeal  at  once  to  everybody  except  the  paid  traitors. 
There  is  no  fear  in  the  heart  of  our  chief,  nor  in  mine,  and  the  convention  ii 
sure  to  help  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  to  win  new  laurels. 

Senator  Nelson.  Schwedtman  seems  to  be  the  bravest  man  on 
earth. 

Senator  Reed.  2489-2491  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

The  Chaibman.  I  read  from  it  as  follows : 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  in  relation  to  the  arrangement  of  the 
committees  and  particularly  the  Judiciary  Committee.  Mr.  Watson  states  that 
the  Speaker  will  not  appoint  Mr.  Mai  by  as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
but  that  he  will  appoint  him  chairman  of  the  sub-Judiciary  Committee,  the 
place  that  Mr.  Llttlefield  formerly  held,  and  Mr.  Watson  is  under  the  impres- 
sion that  with  Mr.  taalby  in  this  place  it  will  be  just  as  important  as  if  he 
was  chairman  of  the  full  committee,  for  as  a  general  rule  all  the  labor  bills 
are  referred  to  the  subcommittee.  This  we  certainly  know  has  been  the  case 
in  the  past 

Mr.  Watson  says  the  Speaker  feels  that  it  is  his  duty  to  appoint  Richard 
Wayne  Parker,  of  the  7th  New  Jersey  district,  as  chairman  of  the  full  com- 
mittee. I  told  Mr.  Watson  that  Mr.  Parker  was  not  entirely  satisfactory  to  us 
for  many  reasons ;  first,  that  he  has  not  got  the  backbone  to  make  a  good  chair- 
man of  that  committee,  and  besides  he  comes  from  a  district  that  is,  in  a  large 
measure,  controlled  by  labor  unions,  and  in  that  district  the  Republican  boss, 
Major  Lintz,  has  the  supreme  control  of  Parker,  and  that  Major  Llntz  has  never 
been  friendly  to  the  manufacturing  organizations.  Mr.  Watson  stated  that  he 
would  have  the  Speaker  hold  off  on  Parker  for  a  while,  and  allow  Mr.  Emery 
and  I  to  have  an  interview  in  relation  to  this  matter,  and  that  he  would  see 
us  when  he  returned  on  Saturday  morning  from  Pittsburgh. 

I  also  mentioned  to  Mr.  Watson  about  putting  Mr.  Denby  on  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  and  Mr.  Watson  stated  that  he  would  see  that  that  committee 
was  fixed  up  as  well  as  it.  was  possible  to  fix  it,  or  in  other  words  just  the 
way  we  wanted  it 

I  also  talked  with  Mr.  Watson  about  the  Labor  Committee  and  about  removing 
Mr.  Nichols  from  that  committee.  Mr.  Watson  states  that  the  Speaker,  at 
the  present  time,  is  inclined  to  let  Mr.  Champ  Clark,  the  Democratic  leader, 
place  the  members  on  the  committee  from  his  side  of  the  House,  but  that  he 
(Watson)  has  been  urging  the  Speaker,  with  other  leaders,  not  to  allow  Clark 
to  name  the  Democrats,  and  that  the  Speaker  has  not  fully  made  up  his  mind 
upon  this  subject  as  yet. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  also  the  following : 

Mr.  Watson  seems  to  be  more  alarmed  about  the  Beveridge  situation  than 
he  does  anything  else,  and  he  states  positively  that  he  knows  for  a  fact  that 
Beveridge  is  playing  to  the  labor  element  all  through  the  State  of  Indiana, 
and  seeking  the  aid  of  organized  labor  at  the  present  time.  This  I  know  to 
be  a  fact 

I  want  to  read  also  this  earlier  paragraph : 

After  my  talk  with  Mr.  Emery,  Mr.  Watson  invited  me  to  his  room  in  the  New 
WiUard,  and  he  mapped  out  his  program  as  to  what  he  wished  done  in  relation 
to  his  affairs. 

Then  there  follows  a  discussion  of  that. 
Is  No.  2492  a  letter  you  received  from  Boudinot? 
Mr.  Mttlhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2493  a  telegram  you  received  from  Mr, 
Emery! 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads  as  follows : 

Please  secure  copies  of  tariff  commission  bills  introduced  and  forward  same 
to  me,  Hotel  Claypool,  Indianapolis. 

Was  that  when  they  were  having  that  convention  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  There  were  some  bills  introduced,  I  be- 
lieve, by  Mr.  Stephens — or  Steenerson,  I  think,  of  Minnesota — and 
they  wanted  those  bills  as  a  sample  bill. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2494  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads : 

There  is  a  Davis  educational  bill  pending  in  Congress.  It  has  been  there  for 
a  year  or  two,  and  when  last  we  saw  it  we  suggested  some  alterations.  WU1 
you  be  kind  enough  to  see  if  you  can  get  us  several  copies  of  the  bill. 

Was  this  institution  interesting  itself  in  educational  bills,  too? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  so,  from  the  tenor  of  that  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  For  the  information  of  the  committee,  I  will  say 
that  it  is  practically  the  same  as  the  Page  bill,  which  has  recently 
been  before  the  Senate. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2495  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read,  beginning  with  the  second  paragraph, 
es  follows : 

All  that  you  say  about  the  Watson  matter  is  carefully  noted.  We  sincerely 
hope  that  Mr.  Watson  may  be  in  Indianapolis  so  that  we  may  have  a  further 
talk  with  him.    The  suspense  must  soon  be  over. 

I  again  express  regret  that  you  can  not  be  with  us  at  the  convention,  but 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  feels  strongly  that  a  reliable  general  must  remain  in  charge 
of  the  Washington  situation,  and  much  as  I  regret  it  I  can  not  help  but  agree 
with  him. 

2496,  2497  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  an  expression  in  the  letter  which,  if  you 
will  allow  me,  Senator,  I  will  read : 

I  have  started  in  anew  on  the  Cushing  case,  and  this  will  afford  me  some 
work  for  the  next  few  days  to  come,  for  I  intend  to  chase  this  matter  down 
and  get  definite  information  that  Cushing  sent  out  those  letters. 

To  what  does  that  refer  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  refers  to  the  letter  that  was  sent  out  through 
the  West  concerning  the  organization. 

Senator  Walsh.  An  anonymous  letter  saying  that  Mulhall  beat 
Hemenway,  Jenkins,  and  Watson. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  see. 

Senator  Reed.  In  view  of  the  evident  challenging  of  the  statement 
t>f  the  fact  that  Mr.  Watson  had  any  headquarters  with  these  people,  I 
think  this  might  go  in : 

In  talking  with  Mr.  Watson  on  Thursday  evening  at  the  hotel  he  stated  that 
he  was  going  to  the  convention  and  that  there  was  not  a  particle  of  danger 
that  anything  would  come  up  in  this  city  while  the  convention  is  going  on  in 
Indianapolis.  Of  course,  I  agree  with  Mr.  Watson  along  those  lines,  for  I 
have  been  pretty  well  posted,  and  kept  posted,  on  the  situation  here,  and  I 
have  told  our  James  for  some  time  that  both  of  us  could  be  away  without  danger 
while  the  convention  was  being  held,  but  the  good  soldier  always  obeys  orders, 
and  that  is  the  way  I  feel  regarding  this  case,  and  I  will  stay  on  the  job  here 
and  do  ""  T  *■— •  nntil  Brother  James  returns. 
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Is  No.  2498  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  That  Mr.  Bird  wrote 
to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  It  refers  to  this  scurrilous  attack  made  on  Watson. 

Is  2499,  2500  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  James  A. 
Emery  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  portion  of  it,  as  follows : 

There  has  been  a  convention  here  of  the  Lumber  Manufacturers'  Association, 
and  I  have  met  Mr.  Edward  Hines  of  that  organization.  Mr.  Hines  took  a 
leading  part  last  year  in  Mr.  Jenkins's  district.  He  has  about  800  men  employed 
in  the  lumber  business  in  Superior  City,  in  Wisconsin,  and  he  got  them  most 
actively  to  work  with  their  bosses  in  our  behalf  in  the  eleventh  Wisconsin  dis- 
trict. Mr.  Hines  is  a  member  of  our  association,  and  I  was  given  a  splendid 
letter  to  him  by  Mr.  Job  when  in  Chicago  at  the  convention  last  year.  I  saw 
Mr.  Hines  several  times  nfter  the  convention  whs  over  while  interested  in  the 
Jenkins  campaign,  and  he  was  always  willing  and  anxious  to  help  us  in  any 
way  that  he  possibly  could.  He  was  pleased  to  meet  me  here  in  Washington. 
I  had  a  very  pleasing  interview  with  him  in  relation  to  the  political  situation 
up  to  date  and  the  success  that  we  had  in  the  different  districts  last  year. 

I  will  inclose  a  clipping  from  the  Washington  Herald  of  yesterday,  and  you 
will  see  that  he  met  with  the  labor  leaders,  at  the  request  of  Secretary  Straus 
and  others,  here  on  Thursday  evening,  so  I  was  very  anxious  to  impress  upon 
Mr.  Hines  how  Gompers  and  the  labor  fakirs  stand  with  the  leading  Members  of 
Congress  at  the  present  time. 

I  took  Mr.  Hines  up  to  your  office  and  told  him  that  you  would  be  pleased  to 
have  him  make  your  office  his  headquarters  at  any  time  that  he  was  in  Wash- 
ington. Unfortunately,  the  stenographer  was  not  there,  as  usual,  and  I  found 
her  part  of  the  office  locked  up.  Mr.  Hines  went  there  for  the  purpose  of  doing 
some  confidential  work,  and  it  made  me  feel  quite  cheap,  after  boasting  to  him 
of  the  splendid  service  we  had  here. 

This  morning  I  called  at  your  office  and  found  Miss  White  in.    She  was  very 

indignant  that  I  should  presume  to  call  on  a  national  holiday. 

******* 

I  performed  the  errand  you  gave  me,  in  regard  to  getting  5,000  copies 
printed  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  and  they  will  be  printed  and  in- 
closed In  letters  with  Senator  Nelson's  frank  on  them,  and  a  thousand  sent  to 
your  office,  a  thousand  to  the  New  York  office,  and  three  thousand  sent  to  the 
St  Louis  office,  as  you  have  directed. 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  Interview  with  Senator  Nelson  himself  when  I  went 
to  his  office  to  get  the  order  to  Mr.  Smith  for  the  printing  of  those  reports. 
Senator  Nelson  told  me  that  Cushing  called  on  him  and  got  500  copies  of  his 
report.  This  gave  me  an  opportunity  to  talk  to  the  Senator  about  Cushing,  and 
I  am  under  the  impression  that  when  I  get  through  that  Cushing  will  get  no 
more  reports  from  that  office  in  the  future. 

What  about  that?    Did  you  go  and  have  those  copies  printed? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  did  you  get  the  franks  of  Senator  Nelson 
to  send  them  out  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  I  am  not  clear  on  at  the  present  time,  Sen- 
ator. I  might  have  asked  his  secretary;  and  I  wish  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Senator  to  go  over  and  see  his  secretary,  when  he  is 
present,  in  relation  to  my  past  interviews. 

Senator  Nelson.  My  secretary  is  right  here. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  were  three  secretaries  there  at  the  time,  Sen- 
ator, if  I  am  not  mistaken,  three  gentlemen  in  the  office,'  because  I 
remember  at  one  time  I  went  there  and  I  gave  to  one  of  your  secre- 
taries a  very  amusing  incident  about  Mr.  Emery.  He  wanted  to 
know  what  Mr.  Emery's  salary  was,  and  I  told  him  I  thought  about 
$25,000  a  year,  which  I  thought  was  pretty  near  correct,  as  $12,$^ 
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a  year  was  his  salary  2  and  that  he  was  allowed  about  the  same  for 
office  expenses  and  incidental  expenses. 

Senator  Reed.  Senator  Nelson,  do  you  want  to  ask  about  this? 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  There  was  no  impropriety  in  sending  out  those 
copies.    It  is  one  document  that  I  think  ought  to  be  sent  out. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  all  of  us  sent  them  out. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  that  was  sent  out  as  an  entire 
document.  There  were  a  few  franks — I  think  they  were  inclosed  in 
a  bag.  We  frequently  sent  bags  of  mail  from  Washington  here,  and 
it  would  only  take  the  frank  of  one  Member.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  was  that  way  or  whether  it  was  sent  out  as  a  general  frank. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  Miss  White  referred  to  in  this  letter  is  the 
same  Miss  White,  presumably,  of  whose  services  you  availed  your- 
self in  connection  with  the  McClave  campaign? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2501,  2502  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
A.  J.  Allen? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wish  they  had  sent  out  a  million  copies  of  that 
document,  Senator  Nelson. 

No.  2503  appears  to  be  an  account  that  you  had  with  Mr.  Gould,  a 
receipt  for  stenographic  services. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  That  is  where  I  got  my 
letters  made  up  when  I  left  Mr.  Emery's  stenographer,  when  Mr. 
Watson  came  in. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2504  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Richards,  the  vice  president  and  general  manager  of  the  Reading 
Railway  Co.? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  17,  1909. 
Mr.  W.  J.  Richards, 

Vice  President  and  General  Manager 

Reading  Railway  Co.,  Pottsville,  Pa. 

My  Deab  Mb.  Richards:  I  wrote  to  Mr.  George  F.  Baer,  president  of  the 
Reading  Railway  Co.,  on  November  23,  tendering  to  him  the  assistance  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  other  kindred  organizations,  with 
which  I  am  affiliated,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  them  in  any  industrial  trouble 
that  they  may  have  this  coming  spring.  From  the  best  information  our  associa- 
tion can  get,  we  expect  an  extended  coal  strike  in  the  anthracite  region.  We 
have  got  a  very  large  membership  up  through  that  region  who  are  desirous  to 
have  that  section  an  open-shop  district. 

I  called  at  the  Reading  terminal  on  November  15  and  had  a  long  interview 
with  Mr.  Wallace,  Mr.  Baer's  secretary,  and  Mr.  Wallace  advised  me  to  write 
you.  I  will  be  very  pleased  if  you  will  grant  me  an  interview,  as  we  are  very 
much  interested  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania. 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Baer 
on  the  23d  ultimo,  and  also  my  business  card  with  my  address. 

Hoping  I  can  have  the  pleasure  of  an  interview  when  convenient,  believe 
me  to  be, 

Respectfully,  yours,  • . 

No.  2505   is  another    Schwedtman    letter   addressed  "My   Dear 
Ferdinand." 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  it  as  follows : 

I  left  Philadelphia  last  evening  and  stopped  over  in  Baltimore  for  the  night, 
and  arrived  here  at  8.30  a.  m.  this  morning.    About  9  a.  m.  I  saw  our  friend, 
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Mr.  James  E.  Watson.  He  asked  me  to  write  you  fully  why  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  go  to  Indianapolis.  He  stated  that  he  had  his  tickets  bought  and 
hotel  bill  paid  and  was  starting  for  the  train  when  he  got  a  message  from 
Speaker  Cannon  to  come  to  his  office.  As  soon  as  he  got  to  his  office  the  Speaker 
toM  Mm  that  it  was  understood  that  he  was  about  to  leave  for  Indianapolis, 
and  that  he  could  not  afford  to  let  him  go  at  the  present  time,  and  that  it  waB 
impossible  for  him  to  spare  him  for  many  reasons.  The  Speaker  told  him  that 
if  he  left  the  city  at  the  present  time  that  the  bill  that  was  up  before  the  House 
for  the  eligibility  of  Mr.  Knox  would  be  defeated,  and  that  there  were  other 
measures  besides  that  were  just  as  important  that  he  wished  his  aid  on.  While 
talking  with  the  Speaker  Mr.  Sherman  came  in  and  raised  Old  Ned  with  him 
along  the  same  lines  that  the  Speaker  did,  and  wound  up  by  stating  that  Mr. 
Sherman  was  sent  to  him  by  Mr.  Knox,  and  that  Mr.  Knox  wanted  him  to 
call  on  him  at  once.  Before  leaving  the  Speaker's  office  he  was  compelled  to 
promise  both  those  gentlemen  that  he  would  not  go  to  Indianapolis,  and  he  left 
and  called  on  Senator  Knox,  and  Senator  Knox  made  a  special  request  of  hiui 
to  remain  in  Washington  until  his  bill  got  through  the  House. 

Mr.  Watson  stated  that  Senator  Murray  Crane  and  others  also  appealed  to 
him  along  those  lines,  and  that  was  the  reason  that  he  sent  those  telegrams  to 
yourself,  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  Mr.  Emery  and  others  that  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  attend  the  convention.  I  had  quite  a  talk  with  Mr.  Watson  upon 
other  matters,  which  I  will  write  you  more  fully  about  to-morrow. 

There  is  a  good  deal  of  comment  here  in  relation  to  the  convention,  and  you 
will  please  find  with  this  letter  the  first  pages  of  several  of  the  Baltimore 
American  and  the  Sun  and  News,  and  of  the  New  York  Herald  and  Sun,  and 
the  Philadelphia  Evening  Bulletin.  The  papers  here  all  seem  to  be  very  favor- 
able to  the  convention,  but  there  are  a  number  of  politicians  around  here  thai 
seem  to  be  quite  sore. 

What  was  that  Knox  bill,  Colonel  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  quite  explain  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  chairman  can  tell  you. 

The  Chaibman.  When  I  joined  in  a  minority  report  I  did  not 
know  there  was  any  lobbying  going  on  for  that.  Mr.  Knox,  when 
Senator,  had  voted  to  increase  the  salaries  of  the  members  of  the 
Cabinet  from  $8,000  to  $12,000.  Then  he  was  tendered  a  position  in 
the  Cabinet,  and  I  took  the  view,  as  some  others  did,  that  he  was  not 
eligible. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  purpose  of  the  bill  was  to  make  him  eligible. 
There  was  an  increase  01  salary  while  he  was  Senator,  and  this  was 
a  bill  to  make  him  eligible  for  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State. 

Senator  Reed.  I  know  all  about  it.  I  made  a  campaign  issue  of  it 
and  denounced  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  saw  there  was  some  great  influence  at  work,  and 
I  opposed  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2506  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  about  a  telegram  that  ought  to  have  been  di- 
rected to  the  Hotel  Willard  instead  of  some  ether  place. 

Is  No.  2507  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

I  am  sending  a  letter  in  this  mail  to  Mr.  Bird,  with  a  copy  of  the  report  of 
my  work  in  Philadelphia  that  I  am  sending  to  our  chief.  I  will  be  pleased  if 
Mr.  Bird  will  show  you  the  report,  for  I  think  it  will  be  information  to  you  in 
relation  to  Cushlng's  work  in  Philadelphia. 

Is  No.  2508  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2509  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Alien? 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  of  importance  in  that! 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2510  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man, addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  I  will  read  these  two  sen- 
tences : 

I  have  been  anxious  to  find  out  where  be  is  having  his  work  done  and  what 
stenographer  he  is  using.  We  traced  him  yesterday  from  the  New  Willard  to 
the  Colorado  Building  in  this  city,  and  as  there  are  but  three  public  stenog- 
raphers in  that  building,  I  feel  positive  that  we  will  soon  learn  which  one  of 
those  he  is  using  for  sending  out  his  circulars. 

That  shows  the  method,  that  is  all. 

No.  2511  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

No.  2512  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  extract : 

For  the  past  24  hours  there  has  been  nothing  very  startling  done  here.  I  have 
seen  Mr.  Watson  several  times  in  the  past  two  days,  and  I  am  sure  that  the 
arrangements  that  we  have  made  for  the  committees  will  be  carried  out  Mr. 
Watson  has  not  entirely  given  up  the  idea  of  a  Cabinet  position,  for  from  the 
remarks  made  by  the  President  elect  when  he  was  here  on  Tuesday  it  seems 
that  he  has  got  some  hopes,  and  he  is  also  very  busily  engaged  on  matters  of 
great  interest  to  Senator  Knox,  and  he  told  me  yesterday  that  those  fellows 
would  be  ingrates  unless  they  recognized  the  many  things  that  he  is  now  doing 
for  them. 

Senator  Reed.  A  little  further  down  occurs  this  sentence : 

I  have  noted  by  the  papers  that  the  convention  is  a  great  success,  so  allow  me 
to  congratulate  yourself  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  on  the  great  work  that  has  been 
done,  and  I  think  that  although  it  has  created  some  soreness  among  the  poli- 
ticians for  you  people  to  press  to  the  front,  I  am  positive  that  in  the  near  future 
it  will  do  our  organization  a  wonderful  lot  of  good  along  political  lines,  for  when 
the  Members  of  Congress  that  have  attended  the  convention  return  to  this  city 
and  get  the  workings  of  the  convention  well  spread  around,  it  will  make 
matters  easy  when  we  want  to  push  that  bill. 

I  admire  the  set  of  resolutions  that  was  passed  at  the  convention,  and  I 
think  that  word  "  demand  "  that  was  in  the  resolutions  was  about  the  right  way 
to  put  it. 

What  was  that  bill  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  tariff  commission  bill. 

Senator  Reed.  2513, 2514  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man, addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  Is  there  anything  of  im- 
portance in  that  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.    I  will  read  this: 

I  tried  to  persuade  Mr.  Boudinot  and  Mr.  Thompkins  to  extend  an  invitation 
to  several  gentlemen  on  the  Senate  side.  I  suggested  Senator  Nelson,  of  Minne- 
sota, and  Senator  Garter,  of  Montana,  and  I  thought  it  would  be  a  very  good 
idea  to  invite  Senator  William  P.  Frye.  of  Maine.  These  gentlemen  are  warm 
friends  of  ours  on  the  Senate  side,  and  my  idea  was  that  even  if  they  got  an 
invitation,  whether  they  could  attend  or  not,  it  would  be  good  policy  to  extend 
an  invitation  to  them.  Mr.  Boudinot  did  not  feel  inclined  to  follow  out  the 
suggestion  I  made  until  he  could  see  some  of  the  members  of  the  committee  that 
sent  him  here,  but  he  stated  that  if  Sherman  could  not  attend  he  would  try  to 
arrange  so  that  Senator  Nelson  would  be  one  of  the  guests. 

I  want  to  inquire  of  you,  Mr.  Mulhall,  whether  you  had  any  further     i 
ground  for  referring  to  Senator  Nelson  as  one  of  your  friends  on  that    ■* 
side  than  the  bare  fact  that  he  made  this  report  on  the  Sherman 
antitrust  law  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  one  particle.  I  knew  the  whole  organization 
was  hugely  pleased  with  that  report,  and  as  far  as  I  had  any  refer- 
ence to  Senator  Nelson  or  his  friendship,  that  was  about  all  I  knew 
about  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  the  following  from  the  letter  referred  to : 

We  next  saw  Mr.  James  E.  Watson,  and  Mr.  Watson  seemed  highly  pleased 
at  receiving  an  invitation  to  attend  our  banquet,  and  told  Mr.  Thompkins  he 
would  like  to  choose  for  his  subject  the  "  Ship  subsidy  bill/'  which  he  has  worked 
very  hard  upon  at  the  last  two  sessions  of  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2515  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man,  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand."    I  read  this  extract : 

We  are  quite  confident  that  there  is  a  Miss  Fox  in  the  Colorado  Building, 
who  is  doing  the  most  of  Cushing's  work  and  maybe  all  of  it,  and  we  think 
in  a  few  days  we  will  know  for  a  fact  if  this  is  the  case.  This  is  as  far  as  we 
have  got  on  the  Cushing  matter  up  to  the  present,  but  by  the  middle  of  next 
week  I  think  we  will  know  for  a  positive  fact,  beyond  a  doubt,  where  he  got 
his  letters  printed  and  the  list  to  whom  he  sent  them. 

No.  2516  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand."    I  read  as  follows : 

I  had  an  extended  interview  yesterday  with  Senator  Knute  Nelson  upon  labor 
bills,  and  particularly  upon  the  decision  given  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of 
the  Senate  on  the  amendments  to  the  Sherman  law.  Senator  Nelson  impressed 
on  me  very  forcibly  that  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  have  a  copy  of  that  decision 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  sent  to  President  Elect  Taft.  He  stated  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  send  a  copy  to  the  President  himself  or  s-peak  to  the  President 
about  it,  as  the  President  might  get  the  wrong  impression  on  account  of  its 
being  his  work,  but  that  he  would  like  our  people  to  send  a  delegation  to  Mr. 
Taft  before  he  wrote  his  Inaugural  address  and  try  to  keep  the  President  elect 
from  putting  anything  into  his  inaugural  address  that  would  favor  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Sherman  law.  He  stated  that  if  Mr.  Taft  could  be  induced  to  read 
the  decision  given  by  the  Judiciary  Committee,  he  knew  it  would  create  a  very 
good  impression,  and  in  that  way,  if  he  had  anything  in  his  inaugural  address 
referring  to  the  Sherman  law,  he  would  take  it  out. 

I  am  sending  this  information  to  you  so  that  if  you  wish  to  suggest  anybody 
outside  of  Mr.  Emery  and  myself  you  can  do  so.  I  will  make  Mr.  Emery 
acquainted  with  these  facts  just  as  soon  as  I  can  see  him,  and  am  sending  him 
a  copy  of  this  letter  in  this  mail. 

Where  did  you  have  that  conversation  with  the  Senator? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  stated  yesterday,  as  near  as  I  could  remember, 
in  Senator  Nelson's  front  office. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  there  was  nothing  said  at  the  time,  except  you 
spoke  about  this  report  being  sent  to  President  Taft. 

2517-2518  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  extract: 

I  have  carefully  noted  what  you  say  about  the  Watson  matter.  All  of  Mr. 
Watson's  friends  regretted  very  much  to  find  him  absent  from  Indianapolis. 
I  am  afraid  It  has  hurt  him,  especially  since  Senator  Beveridge  made  one  of 
the  finest  speeches  that  I  have  ever  listened  to.  It  was  full  of  tarlfT  commission 
sentiment  and  full  of  common  sense  and  it  was  received  splendidly.  All  of 
this,  of  course,  for  your  own  information  only.  I  do  so  much  hope  that  a 
Cabinet  opening  will  be  found  for  Mr.  Wa'son.  It  would  be  splendid  for  him 
and  for  us,  and  I  know  from  various  discussions  of  this  question  in  Indian- 
apolis that  Mr.  Emery's  policy  of  throwing  all  our  weight  in  the  scale  for  Mr. 
Watson  the  very  minute  we  find  there  is  an  opening  has  the  full  indorsement 
of  our  leaders.  It  seems  a  pity  that  we  have  not  been  able  to  learn  facts 
before  now,  but  If  our  friends,  Sherman  and  Watson,  can  not  find  out  these 
facts  we  can  not  be  expected  to  know. 
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There  is  some  more  of  that.  I  do  not  suppose  it  is  worth  while 
to  read  it. 

Is  No.  2519  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  you  to  Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2520  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  one  sentence  from  No.  2519,  as  it  is 
corroborative : 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  short  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr. 
Schwedtman  to-day,  at  the  request  of  Senator  Nelson,  so  I  hope  that  you  can 
arrange  so  that  somebody  can  call  on  Mr.  Taft,  as  Senator  Nelson  suggests,  as 
soon  as  you  possibly  can. 

Senator  Reed.  The  extract  the  chairman  has  just  read  is  from  No. 
2519.  I  have  passed  to  another  matter.  I  simply  make  that  state- 
ment so  that  it  will  appear  right  in  the  record. 

No.  2521  is  another  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  It  is 
a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall   (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2522,  2523  is  another  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  of  importance  in  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2524,  2525  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall 
to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  I  read  from 
it  as  follows: 

Everything  at  the  present  time  is  at  a  great  rush.  There  are  lobbyists  from 
all  over  the  country  here  trying  to  get  private  bills  through,  and  there  is  a 
large  lumber  lobby  working  here  under  the  leadership  of  Hines,  of  Chicago, 
and  others. 

I  also  read  the  next  paragraph : 

It  is  almost  impossible  at  the  present  time  to  see  any  of  the  leading  Mem- 
bers of  Congress.  Quite  a  number  of  them  deny  their  presence  upon  the  floor, 
and  when  cards  are  sent  in  do  not  answer,  and  they  have  their  offices  locked 
to  keep  out  the  rush.  As  soon  as  the  opportunity  offers,  I  will  make  a  canvass 
among  the  leading  Members  and  try  to  get  their  sentiments  in  relation  to  a 
tariff  commission,  as  you  suggest  in  your  letter,  but  I  feel  that  it  is  not  the 
time  now  to  do  it. 

Also  the  following: 

I  had  a  long  Interview  with  Mr.  Sherman  before  I  brought  Mr.  Thompklns 
and  Mr.  Boudinot  to  see  him,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  put  on  paper  just  at  the 
present  what  he  said  about  the  tariff  commission  and  about  getting  a  bill  of 
that  stripe  through  Congress.  He  was  very  much  provoked  at  the  time,  but  I 
feel  that  with  a  little  good  work  we  might  be  able  to  change  this  around  when 
he  thoroughly  learns  the  sentiments  of  the  press  and  public  in  favor  of  a  bill 
of  this  kind.  Judging  from  Sherman's  attitude,  however,  and  the  attitude  of 
other  leaders,  I  think  it  would  be  best  to  wait  and  not  press  this  matter  now 
and  not  try  to  get  an  expression  on  this  bill  or  on  any  other  bill  that  is  now 
before  Congress.  When  Mr.  Van  Cleave  comes  Bast,  I  will  make  this  as  plain 
to  him  as  I  possibly  can,  and  wiU  be  guided  fully  by  what  he  will  say. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  this  preceding  paragraph  should  be  read : 

In  an  Interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Watson  yesterday,  he  stated  that  he  w*s 
going  to  remain  here  in  the  city  for  a  long  period  after  the  inauguration,  and 
he  gave  me  the  impression  that  it  was  to  help  Speaker  Cannon  with  his  work 
for  the  opening  of  the  extra  session.    Of  course,  this  will  be  favorable  to  us,  to 
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have  bis  services  here  for  a  month  or  six  weeks  after  this  Congress  is  over, 
and  I  know  that  we  will  be  able  to  do  more  between  the  sessions  to  help  our 
cause  along  than  we  can  do  at  the  closing  session  of  this  Congress. 

If  vou  will  pardon  me,  I  want  to  recur  to  2499,  2500  and  read  from 
that  letter. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  as  follows  from  2499,  2500 :) 

This  morning  I  called  at  your  office  and  found  Miss  White  in.  She  was 
very  indignant  that  I  should  presume  to  call  on  a  national  holiday.  I  informed 
her  that  I  was  not  aware  that  it  was  a  national  holiday,  as  Congress  was  in 
session,  and  I  was  always  under  the  impression  that  when  Congress  was  in  ses- 
sion your  office  was  supposed  to  be  open ;  but  I  was  plainly  told  by  Miss  White, 
and  in  a  very  forcible  way,  that  she  would  take  all  holidays  and  would  not  do 
any  work  on  occasions  of  that  kind. 

I  make  this  statement  to  tell  you  that  I  feel  that  I  have  failed  so  often  to 
find  your  office  open  when  you  are  away  from  here  that  it  is  only  a  waste  of 
time  for  me  to  attempt  to  call  there  when  you  are  absent  from  the  city,  so  I  am 
inclosing  the  key  of  your  office  in  a  letter  to  Miss  White  to-day,  and  I  shall 
Invite  no  members  of  our  association  that  I  meet  here  in  Washington  there  in 
the  future  without  I  know  that  you  are  in  the  city. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2526  is  a  fragment  of  a  letter  addressed  "  Mr. 
T.  B.  Farrell."  The  complete  letter  is  not  in  our  files,  but  if  the  rest 
of  the  letter  is  found  it  will  be  produced  later. 

2527,  2528  is  a  copy  of  an  account.    Is  it  correct  as  shown  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2529,  2530  are  stated  to  be  duplicates  of  2527,  2528, 

Is  2531,  2532  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  addressed  ''My  Dear  Ferdinand."  I  read  from 
the  letter  as  follows : 

I  called  on  Mr.  Watson  this  morning  and  was  sorry  to  learn  that  he  had  left 
here  yesterday,  having  been  notified  by  wire  that  his  father  had  died  yesterday 
morning. 

I  saw  Mr.  Sherman  and  several  others  in  relation  to  our  committees,  but 
when  I  called  at  the  office  at  610  Union  Trust  Building  this  morning  I  found 
that  Mr.  Emery  had  left  no  information  for  me,  and  not  seeing  either  Mr. 
Emery  or  Mr.  Watson.  I  did  not  press  matters  here  and  shaU  not  until  Mr. 
Emery  returns,  which  I  understand  will  be  next  Monday  morning.  I  intend  to 
keep  up  the  work  in  relation  to  seeing  the  prominent  Members  of  Congress  upon 
a  tariff  commission  bill  and  get  their  sentiments.  The  sentiments  of  the  few  I 
■aw  to-day  are  extremely  favorable. 

I  would  be  greatly  pleased  to  have  you  write  me  frequently  after  you  return 
to  St  Louis,  and  I  will  try  and  send  a  report  every  day  of  what  transpires  here. 
I  feel  that  after  the  4th  of  March,  for  at  least  a  few  days,  there  can  be  extra 
good  work  done  here  when  the  pressure  is  taken  off  the  Speaker  and  other  lead- 
ing Members  to  get  concessions  from  them  for  the  committee  organizations.  Of 
course,  you  are  aware  that  it  is  the  general  impression  here  that  there  would 
be  no  committees  appointed  outside  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the 
Census  Committee,  unless  the  President  in  his  inaugural  address  will  send  in  a 
message  requesting  general  legislation,  and  this  they  say  he  will  not  do.  Of 
course,  our  bill  would  be  referred  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  they 
will  be  slow  reporting  it  out,  but  with  active  work  under  a  new  rule  that  will 
be  reported  to  the  next  House,  we  will  have  a  chance  to  call  our  bill  out  of 
committee  on  the  Tuesdays  of  each  week,  and  so  for  that  reason  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  might  report  a  moderate  bill  without  being  forced  to  do  so. 

Just  as  soon  as  Mr.  Emery  gets  back  I  will  have  a  talk  with  him  in  relation 
to  my  interview  with  you  on  Thursday  night  and  Friday  morning.  You  will 
please  find  with  this  letter  the  front  page  of  the  Baltimore  Sun  and  the  front 
page  of  the  Washington  Post,  each  with  the  long  articles  concerning  the  visit 
of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  President  Elect  Taft. 


8044      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

No.  2533  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Farrell,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Nelson.  There  is  a  mysterious  passage  here,  which  maybe 
you  can  explain.    [Reading  from  2533 :] 

There  are  only  a  few  days  left  of  Congress,  and  I  nave  not  seen  that  great 
shadower  you  were  to  send  me.  I  called  on  Gallaghan,  of  the  New  Willard,  to- 
day, thinking  that  he  had  come  over  yesterday,  as  you  said  he  would,  but  the 
mysterious  one  has  not  shown  up. 

To  what  does  that  refer? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Gallaghan,  of  the  New  Willard,  is  a  detective  in 
that  hotel,  and  at  that  time  we  were  employing  Mr.  Farrell  to  chase 
up  Mr.  Cushing  and  find  out  whether  Mr.  Gushing  wrote  that  anony- 
mous letter  or  not. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2534  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  important  in  that? 

The  Chairman.  I  see  this : 

May  I  suggest  that  at  an  early  date  you  convey  to  Senator  Nelson  the  infor- 
mation that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  made  it  a  special  point  to  give  to  President  Elect 
Taft  a  copy  of  his  report,  and  further,  that  Mr.  Taft  was  more  than  anxious  to 
secure  this  copy?  It  will  surely  help  our  new  President  to  view  the  question 
covered  in  Senator  Nelson's  report  in  the  same  considerate,  straightforward 
fashion  in  which  the  Senator  and  his  associates  see  it  after  many  years  wres- 
tling with  it 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2535  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man addressed  "My  Dear  Ferdinand?" 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  an  extract  from  the  letter  referred  to,  as 
follows : 

Congress  closed  without  anything  of  great  importance  occurring  to  our 
friends  outside  of  our  getting  defeated  on  the  ship-subsidy  bill.  A  year  ago 
Mr.  Frank  Hitchcock,  chairman  of  the  Republican  national  committee,  came 
to  the  Capitol  with  Gompers  and  others  to  work  against  this  bill,  and  he 
appeared  on  the  floor  again  on  Tuesday  and  Wednesday  of  this  week  and  did 
all  he  knew  how  to  defeat  this  measure.  This  was  told  to  me  by  Mr.  William 
McKinley,  the  chairman  of  the  national  committee,  and  others  who  voted 
against  the  bill,  I  understand  at  the  solicitation  of  Mr.  Hitchcock.  The  bill 
was  defeated,  as  you  can  see  by  the  press  dispatches,  by  three  votes.  If 
McKinley  and  Ixmdenslager,  and  the  others  who  are  supposed  to  be  the 
leading  Republicans,  would  have  voted  for  it,  it  would  pass  the  House.  Another 
unfortunate  thing  was  that  Watson  did  not  show  up  until  after  the  vote  was 
taken,  so  we  lost  this  fight  by  our  friends  going  back  on  us  on  the  persuasion 
of  Hitchcock  and  others. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  in  the  next  paragraph — 

I  was  in  the  Speaker's  room  when  Mr.  Watson  was  presented  with  a  beautiful 
silver  service  by  his  colleagues  of  the  House,  and  he  got  a  splendid  send  off 
from  the  Republican  Members  of  the  House  at  the  closing  of  the  session* 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  next  paragraph  he  says : 

I  shall  take  up  the  Cushing  matter  right  away  again,  and  after  the  crowd 
gets  out  of  the  city  here  I  shall  do  a  few  good  days'  work  the  fore  part  of 
next  week. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2536  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman 
to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  ( after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  He  says: 

I  am  glad  to  see  that  our  friend  Watson  had  a  good  send  off,  and  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  is  very  anxious  to  be  kept  posted  as  to  Mr.  Watson's  future  plans.  We 
want  to  help  him  in  any  direction  we  can,  and  it  is  very  unfortunate  that  so 
far  we  have  failed  to  be  of  real  service  to  the  one  man  whom  we  are  more 
anxious  to  help  than  any  other  man  living.  Please  express  to  him  our  desire  to 
assist  him  in  the  future. 

2537,  2538  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  ought  to  be  read. 

(The  chairman  read  in  full  2537,2538.) 

Senator  Nelson.  The  next  letter  I  think  you  had  yesterday. 

The  Chairman.  Yes ;  we  read  that,  all  except  the  last  part. 

Senator  Reed.  2539-2541  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr. 
Schwedtman,  addressed  "My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

(2539-2541  was  read  in  full  by  the  chairman.) 

Senator  Reed.  2542,  2543  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand."    I  read  from  the  letter  as  follows : 

I  had  Mr.  Bird  as  my  guest  to  the  inauguration  and  at  my  home  from  Tuesday 
evening,  the  2d  instant,  until  Sunday  evening,  the  7th  instant,  and  while  Mr.  Bird 
was  over  here  he  and  I  went  over  a  great  many  different  things  that  have  taken 
place  for  a  long  period  of  time.  I  particularly  tried  to  impress  upon  Mr.  Bird 
the  importance  of  putting  it  around  among  our  members  the  service  that  we 
could  render  them  if  they  had  any  business  in  Washington  since  we  have 
started  our  office  here,  and  that  the  office  now  under  the  supervision  of  Mr. 
Emery  could  be  made  a  very  useful  and  paying  investment  if  it  was  thoroughly 
known  to  the  members  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  what  a 
useful  bureau  this  office  could  be  gradually  converted  into.  I  showed  Mr.  Bird 
that  there  would  be  hundreds  of  business  men  coming  to  Washington  during  the 
special  session  that  opens  on  next  Monday,  and  that  I  thought  if  the  New  York 
office  and  the  Washington  office  would  be  in  daily  touch  with  each  other  that 
there  could  be  good  results  obtained  for  the  members  of  our  association  which 
would  increase  its  membership. 

I  also  tried  to  impress  upon  Mr.  Bird  the  importance  of  our  rendering  assist- 
ance to  our  members  when  they  were  having  labor  complications,  such  as  the 
strike  now  taking  place  in  the  national  hatters'  associations.  I  showed  to  Mr. 
Bird  that  there  were  several  prominent  labor  workers  who  are  well  known 
throughout  the  country  that  we  could  send  into  the  different  districts  where  the 
strike  is  on  to  have  that  strike  called  off,  and  that  I  thought  that  such  members 
as  that  would  have  more  influence  in  breaking  up  a  strike  than  what  they  could 
get  by  importing  outsiders  to  take  the  place  of  the  striking  hatters.  I  men- 
tioned to  Mr.  Bird  several  names  of  labor  workers  whom  I  lately  had  in  my 
employ,  and  I  knew  that  those  men  were  ready  to  do  what  they  would  be  told 
to  do  if  we  wished  their  services  along  those  lines.  I  showed  to  our  manager 
that  Cushing  frequently  took  advantage  of  men  we  had  working  for  us  when 
we  did  campaign  work,  and  that  they  always  were  successful  whenever  they 
were  used  in  strikes  in  doing  first-class  work  and  getting  good  results.  I  im- 
pressed the  importance  of  this  upon  Mr.  Bird,  showing  him  that  we  could  help 
our  members  in  this  way  without  any  cost  to  our  association  or  with  very  little 
cost  to  the  same,  and  by  so  doing  we  would  strengthen  our  organization,  in  my 
opinion,  and  bring  to  it  many  new  members. 

Mr.  Bird  agreed  with  me  along  those  lines  and  stated  that  he  would  take  the 
matter  up  with  the  manufacturing  hatters  as  soon  as  he  returned  to  New  York. 
I  have  not  heard  from  him  for  the  past  four  days,  but  I  made  these  suggestions 
to  him  so  that  he  might  be  prepared  in  the  future  to  help  our  members  along 
these  lines  if  he  thought  it  was  a  judicious  move  to  make. 

Is  No.  2544  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2645  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Allen? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  Is   2546,   2547   a   letter   you   received   from   Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Waush.  I  read  from  this  as  follows : 

My  Deab  Martin  :  I  want  to  asknowledge  your  various  favors  of  March  10 
and  11.  Immediately  upon  receipt  of  your  letter  of  March  10  we  wrote  some 
letters.  I  am  confident  that  they  will  be  of  much  help  to  the  Speaker.  You  are 
aware  that  among  some  of  our  very  good  friends  there  are  some  enemies  of  the 
Speaker,  but  Mr.  Van  Cleave  himself  would  go  the  limit  to  assist  Mr.  Cannon  in 
time  of  need.  At  such  time  he  would  never  give  a  moment's  consideration  to  the 
decided  difference  of  views  he  holds  on  tariff  matters,  and  the  present  is  not  the 
time  for  good  Republicans  to  consider  issues.  We  must  sustain  the  Speaker; 
we  must  get  through  with  a  good  tar  iff- revision  bill ;  we  must  pass  a  tariff-com- 
mission bill,  and  end  the  special  session.  The  sooner  all  this  is  done  the  sooner 
we  will  have  a  return  of  real  prosperity. 

While  we  are  very  much  interested  in  what  you  say  about  the  Speaker,  we 
are  even  more  interested  in  what  you  say  about  Mr.  Watson.  Assure  our  friend 
that  the  leaders  of  our  organization  are  not  fickle  men.  They  will  not  change 
from  one  friend  to  another.  They  will  be  true  to  him  as  long  as  he  is  tme  to 
them.  I  am  confident  that  it  would  give  our  leaders  great  pleasure  to  back  up 
Mr.  Watson  for  any  position,  elective  or  appointive,  for  which  he  may  try — 
judgeship,  Senatorship,  or  Presidency  for  that  matter.  He  would  fill  any  one 
of  these  places  with  honor  to  himself  and  with  credit  to  his  friends.  Our  alle- 
giance to  Mr.  Watson  is  to-day  as  it  always  has  been — unwavering. 

I  am  very  much  interested  in  what  you  say  about  the  talk  with  Mr.  Bird. 
As  soon  as  Mr.  Emery  comes  back  we  can  take  up  this  matter  more  deliberately. 

You  are  right  in  already  planning  for  the  next  campaign.  We  can  not  get  onr 
plans  laid  too  early,  and  whatever  you  do  in  that  direction  will  be  thoroughly 
appreciated  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2548  a  copy  of  a  telegram  you  received  from 
Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination  of  telegram).  A  telegram  I  re- 
ceived; yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  is  as  follows : 

[Telegram.] 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Mar.  15-09. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

The  New  Willard  Hotel,  Washn.,  7).  C: 

Your  telegram  received;  they  can't  beat  us;  Mr.  Van  Cleave  wire  Uncle  Joe 
this  morning :  •*  I  have  every  confidence  in  your  ultimate  success  to-day  and 
congratulate  you  and  the  Nation  in  advance." 

F.  C.  Schwedtman. 

Is  No.  2549  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Bird  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a  letter 
that  I  received  from  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

Deab  Sib:  Your  letter  of  March  11th  is  duly  received  with  a  copy  of  the 
report  sent  to  St.  Ix>uis.  In  reference  to  the  hatters'  association,  I  had  a  long 
interview  with  their  secretary,  who  was  to  report  for  a  meeting  with  their 
board  of  directors  on  Friday.  I  have  heard  nothing  from  him  since  that  time 
and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  they  will  not  care  to  take  up  the  proposi- 
tion that  I  made  to  them.  However,  if  they  should  decide  to  do  this,  I  will 
advise  you  in  sufficient  time,  that  you  may  pass  on  the  matter  very  fully 
before  going  into  it 

2550,  2551  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

Yours  of  March  13th  and  also  your  telegram  were  received  when  I  arrived 
at  my  home  last  evening,  and  I  was  greatly  pleased  to  receive  your  splendid 
letter,  particularly  that  part  of  it  wherein  you  state  that  "  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
himself  irouJd  go  the  limit  to  assist  Mr.  Cannon  in  time  of  need.    At  such  time 
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he  would  never  give  a  moment's  consideration  to  the  decided  difference  of  views 
he  holds  on  tariff  matters." 

It  was  such  a  temptation  to  me  to  show  that  paragraph  of  your  letter  to 
Mr.  Busby,  the  Speaker's  secretary,  this  morning,  that  I  could  not  resist,  and 
besides  that  I  let  Watson  read  your  letter,  and  he  pronounced  it  splendid  and 
the  sentiments  grand. 

I  also  wish  to  congratulate  you  on  the  new  circular  sent  out  from  the  St. 
Louis  office  to  Members  of  Congress,  dated  March  15th.  Mr.  Gardner  and  others 
showed  me  copies  and  it  seems  to  be  creating  a  very  good  impression. 

I  had  a  long  interview  this  morning  with  Mr.  Watson  and  he  introduced  me 
to  a  delegation  from  Indianapolis  headed  by  Mr.  Lilley  of  that  city,  and  Wat- 
son eulogized  our  leader  and  the  splendid  work  that  we  did  for  him  last  year 
before  those  gentlemen  untii  I  felt  that  I  ought  to  stop  him,  but  he  stated  that 
his  respect  was  great  and  some  time  ago  that  he  was  not  in  favor  of  a  tariff 
commission  bill,  and  that  he  had  told  some  of  the  leaders  of  our  association 
to  that  effect,  but  now  he  has  changed  his  mind  and  lately  has  been  working 
on  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Payne,  Mr.  Dalzell,  and  other  lenders  to  grant  us  a  tariff 
commission  such  as  our  organizations  are  requesting  to  gather  facts  upon  the 
tariff.  This  seemed  to  make  a  very  good  impression  on  the  gentlemen  who  were 
in  the  delegation,  and  Mn  Lilley,  one  of  the  members  of  it,  stated  to  me  that 
he  was  a  member  of  our  organization  and  he  had  some  idea  sometime  ago 
about  dropping  out  of  the  membership,  but  since  he  has  heard  Watson  speak 
of  the  splendid  work  we  are  doing  that  he  would  continue  his  membership. 

After  those  gentlemen  left,  I  had  a  private  interview  with  Mr.  Watson,  and 
he  told  me  that  the  Taft  administration  has  been  .offering  him  several  places 
and  inducements  to  stay,  and  that  he  would  have  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Hitch- 
cock this  afternoon  at  4  o'clock  and  come  to  some  conclusion  in  relation  to 
the  offers  that  were  made.  He  Informed  me  that  ex-Consul  General  Gowdey 
and  several  other  leaders  in  Indiana  have  insisted  that  he  will  accept  no  place 
from  the  Taft  administration,  as  they  wish  him  to  remain  in  the  leadership  of 
the  Republican  Party  in  their  State.  I  made  an  engagement  before  leaving  Mr. 
Watson  for  to-morrow  sharp  at  noon,  so  that  he  and  I  can  see  some  of  the 
leaders  here  on  certain  matters  pertaining  to  the  committees. 

I  am  very  proud  to  report  that  we  took  advantage  of  the  fight  that  has  been 
going  on  here  for  the  past  week.  I  have  worked  very  hard  amongst  some  of 
the  Democrats,  and  particularly  in  my  home  State,  and  I  brought  the  chairman 
of  our  city  committee,  Mr.  Piatt,  from  Baltimore,  and  ex-Sheriff  Padgett,  one 
of  the  State  leaders,  over  here  to  work  upon  the  Maryland  delegation.  I  shall 
write  you  more  fully  about  this  to-morrow  or  next  day  when  I  gather  more 
facts  of  what  success  we  had.  but  I  know  that  we  made  a  splendid  impression 
upon  the  Speaker  and  his  friends  in  this  fight.  Of  course  that  is  what  we  are 
here  for,  to  take  advantage  of  any  little  incident  of  this  kind  wjiich  comes  up, 
and  I  feel  that  it  will  do  us  a  lot  of  good  in  the  near  future. 

The  Speaker  and  his  friends  are  very  jubilant  over  the  success  of  yesterday, 
and  Watson  stated  it  was  one  of  the  hardest  fights  and  best  fights  they  have 
ever  won.  For  that  reason  I  think  it  was  very  good  politics  for  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
to  send  his  telegram  to  the  Speaker,  congratulating  him,  and  I  know  it  will  be 
Tery  much  appreciated  by  Mr.  Cannon  to  hear  from  our  chief  as  he  did. 

There  was  nothing  of  much  importance  to-day  in  Congress,  both  Senate  and 
House  adjourning  early  after  the  Members  of  the  House  drawing  their  seats, 
so  I  will  close  with  very  best  wishes. 

No.  2552  is  another  Van  Cleave  letter. 

Is  No.  2553  a  copv  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby,  jr.? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that,  as  follows: 

Mr  Deak  Mb.  Kibby  :  I  franked  you  this  morning  a  copy  of  the  new  tariff  bill. 
It  is  one  of  the  first  copies  issued,  so  I  know  you  will  have  it  early  to-morrow 
morning  for  a  source  of  information. 

There  have  been  very  warm  times  here  for  the  past  week  and  we  have  all  been 
helping  Watson  and  our  friends  here  in  the  fight,  and  I  feel  by  so  doing  that  we 
have  strengthened  our  organization  with  the  leaders  in  Congress  very  materially. 

I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  here  to  help  us  in  our  fight  for  a 
tariff  commission  bill,  for  I  was  given  to  understand  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and 
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others  that  as  you  are  a  member  of  the  executive  board  you  would  be  here  if  it 
were  possible  this  spring. 

Senator  Nelson.  No.  2554  is  a  copy  of  the  letter  you  have  just 
read. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.    2555,  2556  is  another  Schwedtman  letter. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that: 

(2555,  2556.) 

March  17,  1900. 

My  Dear  Ferdinand  :  I  was  with  Mr.  Watson  for  about  two  hours  this  a.  m., 
and  he  made  a  long  statement  to  me  in  relation  to  the  new  tariff  bill.  He  stated 
that  the  bill  was  submitted  to  the  Speaker  several  days  ago  and  that  the 
Speaker  did  his  best  to  go  over  a  number  of  schedules  in  which  he  thought 
there  should  be  a  change  made,  and  that  there  were  a  large  number  of  schedules 
that  did  not  suit  the  Speaker,  and  that  he  called  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee together  yesterday  and  forced  them  to  change  quite  a  number  of  the 
schedules  that  they  had  made  out.  so  that  the  bill  now  meets  the  approval  of 
the  Speaker  and,  in  a  large  measure,  the  President,  and  he  feels  that  it  will  go 
through  Congress  nearly  as  it  is  now  drawn  up. 

Watson  also  told  me  that  the  Speaker  had  a  long  interview  yesterday  with 
the  President,  and  that  he  went  there  especially  to  get  some  place  for  Mr.  Wat- 
son that  would  be  pleasing  and  desirable  to  him.  Mr.  Watson  stated  that  they 
offered  him  the  ambassadorship  to  Cuba  or  the  governorship  of  Porto  Rico, 
both  of  which  he  declined,  for  the  Speaker  told  the  President  that  he  would  not 
allow  Watson  to  leave  the  country  on  any  foreign  mission;  so  they  think  now 
that  they  can  induce  Mr.  Watson  to  take  the  United  States  district  attorneyship 
of  southern  Indiana,  with  headquarters  at  Indianapolis,  and  this  appears  to  be 
to  his  liking,  for  it  will  give  him  a  chance  to  be  in  his  home  State  and  to  make 
a  fight  for  the  Senatorship,  which  he  claims  he  wishes  to  make  against  Bev- 
eridge.  above  anything  else.  Watson  told  me  that  the  President  had  agreed 
with  the  Speaker  to  give  him  any  position  that  he  wishes  that  is  not  filled,  so 
that  inside  the  next  few  days  he  will  know  for  a  certainty  just  about  where  he 
will  land. 

They  are  having  a  great  rush  of  manufacturers  here  for  the  last  few  days, 
but  since  the  bill  has  been  given  out  to  the  public  there  are  quite  a  number  who 
are  satisfied  with  the  schedules  and  are  leaving  here  to-day,  so  I  suppose  this 
will  make  room  for  others  who  are  coming  here  to  fight  the  bill.  Therefore  we 
are  anxiously  looking  for  instructions  from  the  St.  Louis  office,  when  we  shall 
commence  to  push  the  tariff  commission  bill. 

I  used  a  little  diplomacy  this  morning  when  I  learned  that  Mr.  Watson  did 
not  have  any  office  for  himself  or  his  secretary,  so  I  tendered  to  him  the  use  of 
our  Washington  office  for  the  few  weeks  that  he  will  be  here,  and  I  know  that 
Mr.  Emery  will  fully  approve  of  this,  for  it  will  give  Mr.  Emery  and  myself  an 
opportunity  of  having  Watson  and  his  secretary  close  at  hand  to  aid  us  in 
keeping  in  touch  with  the  Speaker  and  the  other  leading  Members  while  he  is 
here. 

Senator  Eeed.  2557,  2558  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand."    I  will  read  this  part  of  that: 

(2557,  2558.) 

March  17,  1909. 

My  Dear  Ferdinand:  I  was  fortunate  in  getting  the  first  five  copies  of  the 
new  tariff  bill  given  out  this  morning.  Through  the  Speaker's  messenger  I 
was  informed  that  Mr.  Payne  would  give  the  bills  out  at  twelve  sharp,  so  I 
induced  one  of  the  House  messengers  to  go  over  to  Mr.  Payne's  room  and 
state  that  Mr.  Watson  wanted  five  bills  at  once,  so  he  came  back  with  the  bills, 
and  in  that  way  I  was  about  thirty-five  minutes  ahead  of  the  newspaper  people. 
I  sent  a  copy  to  you  and  copies  to  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  New  York  office:  Mr.  D.  M. 
Parry.  Indianapolis;  Mr.  John  Kirby,  and  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles.  Three  of  these  I 
franked  out  and  the  balance  I  will  send  from  this  office. 

Was  this  messenger  in  the  Speaker's  office,  mentioned  in  this  letter, 
the  same  colored  man  you  referred  to  in  some  testimony  that  you 
gave  a  few  days  ago? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  his  name? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  is  Henry  Real. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  statement: 

So  I  induced  one  of  the  House  messengers  to  go  over  to  Mr.  Payne's  room 
and  state  that  Mr.  Watson  wanted  five  bills  at  once. 

Who  was  that  House  messenger,  if  you  remember  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know,  Senator,  but,  as  I  said  before  about  NeaJ, 
I  am  a  little  slow  about  giving  it  out.  I  would  like  to  be  a  little 
more  clear  on  the  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  You  are  not  positive  at  this  moment  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  am  not  just  positive  at  this  moment. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  you  to  state  anything  you  are  not 
positive  of. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  would  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  in  all  proba- 
bility Neal  will  be  examined  by  the  House  committee,  and  they  will 
want  all  those  questions  answered. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say  to  the  House  committee  I  will  be  fully 
prepared  to  answer  all  those  questions  and  to  give  information,  too, 
that  I  think  is  startling,  if  the  House  committee  wants  to  dig  into  it, 
on  other  subjects. 

Senator  Reed  (reading  from  2557,  2558)  : 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  this  morning  and  submitted  to  him 
for  his  advice  a  list  of  men  who  are  continually  opposing  us  in  Congress,  which 
I  thought  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  get  into  the  hands  of  the  leaders  of  our 
association,  so  that  we  could  commence  early  to  educate  those  men  to  be  fair 
and  not  such  strenuous  advocates  for  labor  bills  and  class  legislation.  The  list 
comprises  Mr.  William  Hughes,  of  the  0th  New  Jersey  district :  Mr.  James 
McDermott,  of  the  4th  Illinois  district;  Mr.  Champ  Clark,  of  the  9th  Missouri 
district;  Mr.  Harry  L.  Maynard,  of  the  2nd  West  Virginia  district;  Mr.  Henry 
A.  Cooper,  of  the  1st  Wisconsin  district;  Mr.  Henry  C.  Louden  si  a  ger,  of  the  1st 
New  Jersey  district ;  Mr.  Ebenezer  J.  Hill,  of  the  4th  Connecticut  district ;  Mr. 
John  L.  Burnett,  of  the  7th  Alabama  district;  Mr.  Thomas  P.  Nicholls,  of  the 
10th  Pennsylvania  district  (now  seated,  but  his  seat  will  be  contested)  ;  Mr. 
Herbert  Parsons,  of  the  13th  New  York  district;  George  A.  Pearre,  of  the  6th 
Maryland  district;  Mr.  William  B.  Wilson,  of  the  15th  Pennsylvania  district; 
Mr.  William  S.  Greene,  of  the  13th  Massachusetts  district ;  Augustus  P.  Gard- 
ner, of  the  6th  Massachusetts  district;  Gilbert  N.  Haugen.  of  the  4th  Iowa  dis- 
trict; Victor  Murdock.  of  the  8th  Kansas  district;  E.  A.  Morse,  of  the  10th  Wis- 
consin district;  Lenroot.  of  the  11th  Wisconsin  district  (new  Member)  ;  John 
M.  Nelson,  of  the  2nd  Wisconsin  district.  The  last  six  on  this  list  have  been 
placed  there  by  Speaker  Cannon  and  Mr.  James  A.  Watson. 

Now  I  want  to  examine  that  printed  list  we  had  yesterday,  which, 
I  believe,  was  2244,  2245,  and  see  if  this  does  not  exactly  check  with 
that  list.    I  will  read  further  from  this  letter : 

Watson  says  these  people  have  always  been  against  anything  that  we  ever 
wanted  since  he  has  been  a  Member  of  the  House.  This  includes  the  entire 
list,  and  he  thinks  that  we  ought  to  start  in  to  make  war  upon  this  list  at  the 
first  opportunity  offered. 

I  feel  certain  that  if  we  would  take  up  the  four  most  prominent  on  this  list 
we  could  beat  them,  and  keep  a  continual  war  upon  the  others  by  starting  up 
the  manufacturers  in  their  districts,  the  railroad  interests,  or  anybody  else  we 
could  reach,  and  in  that  way  we  would  be  very  soon  able  to  convince  those 
men  that  they  were  not  sent  to  the  House  of  Representatives  to  fight  the 
manufacturing  interests. 

I  have  now  in  my  hand  the  original  list,  which  was  written  in 
pencil.  The  last  six  names  on  the  list,  so  this  statement  says,  were 
placed  there  by  Speaker  Cannon  and  Mr.  Watson.    T\ifc  Yasfc  *\^  *x*> 
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the  ones  in  this  list.  I  will  read  the  last  six  names  in  the  list,  as  fol- 
lows: u  Gus  Gardner,  of  Massachusetts;  Vic  Murdock,  of  Kansas; 
Morse,  Lenroot,  Nelson,  and  Haugen  ";  and  those  are  the  ones  which 
the  witness  testified  were  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Watson.  I  have 
called  attention  to  it  in  order  to  clear  up  that  list  matter. 
I  read  further,  as  follows,  from  2557,  2558 : 

Mr.  Watson  and  the  Speaker  have  both  called  my  attention  on  frequent  occa- 
sions to  La  Follette  and  Beveridge  of  the  Senate.  Of  course  both  gentlemen 
are  radically  against  those  two  Senators.  I  am  fully  aware  that  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  and  the  leaders  of  our  association  know  the  record  of  both  those  gentle- 
men as  well  as  we  do  here  in  Washington,  nnd  although  they  might  be  friendly 
to  us  on  a  tariff  commission  bill,  they  are  against  us  upon  every  other  measure. 

I  will  leave  a  copy  of  this  report  in  the  office  for  Mr.  Emery's  information, 
for  I  know  there  are  many  organizations  that  he  is  familiar  with  in  different 
parts  of  the  country  that  we  could  get  started  to  help  us  in  this  fight. 

No.  2559  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads  in  part : 

President  Taft's  tariff  message  was  a  disappointment  to  us.  We  were  in 
hopes  that  he  would  recommend  a  tariff  commission. 

No.  2560  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  The  last  paragraph  reads : 

The  list  of  politicians  opposed  to  us  is  carefully  noted.  It  is  a  most  im- 
portant list  and  must  be  watched  with  the  utmost  care.  I  am  sure  that  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  will  agree  with  you  that  with  all  due  fairness  to  everyone  we  must 
see  to  it  that  our  enemies,  who  in  this  case  are  the  enemies  of  all  the  people, 
are  left  behind  at  the  polls. 

No.  25G1,  2562  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  is  also  addressed  to  Schwedtman  by  name. 
Senator  Walsh.  A  portion  of  that  should  be  reaa : 

Before  leaving  Washington  I  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  John  Kran- 
miller  and  with  Mr.  Piatt  chairman  of  the  Baltimore  city  committee,  and 
others  who  came  over  to  help  us  in  the  Speaker's  campaign,  and  they  told  me 
of  the  hard  job  they  had  to  get  Mr.  Parrie  won  over  from  the  insurgents' 
camp. 

I  suppose  that  means  Mr.  Pearre? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  continue  reading: 

Mr.  Parrie  was  voting  and  working  for  the  insurgents  for  the  past  two  or 
three  weeks,  but  I  was  glad  to  report  that  after  a  good  deal  of  work  we  got 
him  so  that  he  voted  on  the  Speaker's  side  of  the  question ;  and  Mr.  Gill  and 
other  leading  Democrats  would  have  done  the  same  thing  if  they  had  not  made 
it  a  party  question. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  in  relation  to  Mr.  Parrie,  and  Mr. 
Watson  now  tells  me  that  Mr.  Parrie  claims  he  will  not  introduce  his  injunction 
bill  at  the  next  session.  Mr.  Parrie  has  at  last,  I  am  informed,  realized  the 
continuous  fight  that  has  been  made  on  him  on  account  of  his  bill,  and  if  he 
is  allowed  to  quit  now  he  is  ready  to  do  so.  This  comes  not  alone  from  Mr. 
Watson,  but  it  comes  from  the  Congressman  of  the  third  Baltimore  district,  the 
city  chairman,  and  others.  I  expect  to  be  held  over  here  until  Monday.  Of 
course  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Brother  Emery  before  I  left,  and  as  he  is 
going  to  remain  in  Washington,  of  course  I  can  be  spared  while  he  is  there. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2563  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"Dear  Ferdinand." 
Is  No.  2564  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  yourself  ? 
Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  He  thanks  him  for  sending  a  copv  of  the  tariff 
bill. 

Is  No.  2565  a  letter  from  Mr.  Goldsborough  ? 

Mr.  Muliiall  (after  examining  letter).  This  is  a  local  matter  in 
Baltimore. 

Senator  Reed.  2566,  2567  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  Mr  Dear  Ferdinand" 

Senator  Walsh.  This  should  be  read : 

From  the  best  information  I  can  get  from  some  of  the  leading  miners  there 
will  be  one  of  the  biggest  coal  strikes  started  next  month  that  has  ever  taken 
place  in  this  country.  I  need  not  say  how  important  it  is  that  we  should  side 
with  the  mine  owners  in  this  fight,  for  the  strongest  political  organizations  that 
the  labor  unions  have  got  throughout  the  country  are  in  the  anthracite  coal 
regions,  particularly  the  districts  of  William  B.  Wilson,  of  the  fifteenth  Penn- 
sylvania, and  T.  D.  Nichols,  of  the  tenth  Pennsylvania,  so  it  would  help  us 
politically  as  well  as  otherwise  if  those  strikes  will  be  won  by  the  manufac- 
turers. 

Senator  Reed.  Another  paragraph  reads: 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Bird  in  the  New  York  ollice  on  Saturday 
afternoon  in  relation  to  my  helping  out  the  striking  hatters.  I  showed  to  Mr. 
Bird  that  I  could  put  in  10  or  12  prominent  labor  workers  to  help  the  manu- 
facturing hatters. 

It  goes  on  to  speak  about  the  danger  of  letting  them  in  and  send- 
ing men  in  there. 

Nos.  2568,  2569  are  duplicates  of  2566,  2567. 

2570,  2571  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  *'  Mv  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  reads  in  part : 

In  my  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  yesterday  he  was  anxious  to  have  me  find 
Watson,  so  that  we  could  have  a  long  talk  with  him  together.  Mr.  Emery  told 
me  that  he  had  not  seen  Watson  since  his  last  visit  here,  so  I  came  over  early 
this  morning  and  stayed  up  at  the  Capitol  until  Watson  came,  and  as  soon  as  I 
possibly  could  I  got  him  away  from  the  Speaker's  room,  where  I  found  him, 
and  brought  him  down  to  Mr.  Emery's  office. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  does  not  seem  to  be  anything  important 
until  you  come  to  the  next  page. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  last  part  on  this  page  : 

Mr.  Emery  was  forced  to  leave  the  hotel  on  account  of  catching  a  train  at  3 
p.  m.,  so  after  he  left  Mr.  Watson  and  I  conferred  about  the  tariff  commission 
bill,  and  I  told  Mr.  Watson  that  I  had  seen  over  300  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  about  a  tariff  commission  bill  through  January  and  February,  and  that 
there  was  a  large  percentage  of  the  Members  whom  I  was  sure  would  favor 
a  bill  of  this  kind  and  that  I  felt  positive  and  sure  that  with  the  new  rules 
that  are  now  controlling  the  House  that  we  could  get  the  Fowler  bill  or  any 
other  bill  out  of  committee  whenever  we  felt  like  doing  so.  So  Mr.  Watson 
desired  me  to  say  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  yourself  that  if  you  people  wanted 
him  to  stay  here  he  would  like  to  stay  here  and  organize  the  House  and  Senate 
to  get  the  tariff  commission  bill  through  and  that  he  was  positively  sure  that 
with  our  help  that  he  could  get  a  bill  of  this  kind  through  at  this  session.  This 
he  was  very  emphatic  upon,  repeating  several  times  that  he  knew,  with  the 
influence  that  he  could  bring  upon  the  Speaker  and  the  leading  Members  of 
Congress,  he  could  get  it  through  the  House,  and  it  would  be  an  easy  matter 
to  push  a  tariff  commission  bill  through  the  Senate. 

Of  course,  I  suppose  Mr.  Watson  would  not  object  to  being  given  some  finan- 
cial aid  toward  pushing  this  measure  through.  He  told  me  confidentially  to-day 
that  his  finances  were  in  bad  shape  and  that  if  he  remained  in  Washington  that 
he  would  not  object  to  our  people  helping  him  to  work  upon  this  measure. 
This  he  told  me  to  give  in  the  strictest  confidence  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  your- 
self.   He  did  not  even  wish  me  to  have  this  given  to  Mr.  Miles  or  any  of  the 


3052       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

other  members  of  the  tariff  commission,  for  Mr.  Watson  feels  more  than  grate- 
ful for  what  we  have  already  done  for  him.  and  if  his  financial  matters  were 
not  in  such  bad  shape  I  know  that  he  would  not  take  a  cent  from  us  for  any 
aid  that  he  might  be  able  to  give.  He  told  me  in  confidence  that  he  intended 
to  remain  here  for  a  long  period  of  time  for  some  work  that  he  is  doing  for 
other  interests,  and  that  the  Speaker  and  the  leading  Members  of  the  House 
know  perfectly  what  he  is  doing  here  and  it  is  on  account  of  the  advice  given 
by  those  gentlemen  that  he  consented  to  remain. 

I  know  that  the  leaders  of  our  organization  will  see  the  importance  of  this 
matter,  and  I  hope  that  you  will  write  to  me  at  once  a  letter  that  I  can  show 
to  Mr.  Watson  upon  the  subject.  I  know  the  great  interest  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
and  the  leaders  of  our  association  are  taking  in  getting  this  bill  through  and 
the  great  importance  it  would  be  if  we  can  have  that  bill  passed  during  this 
session ;  that  it  will  be  the  making  of  our  association  all  over  the  country  and 
it  will  convince  the  doubting  Thomases  what  a  great  organization  our  associa- 
tion has  grown  to  be.  So,  hoping  that  I  shall  hear  from  you  upon  this  matter 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  believe  me  to  be, 

Ever  faithfully,  yours,  . 

Did  you  write  that  letter  to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  What  is  the  date  of  the  letter.  Senator? 

Senator  Reed.  March  24.  1900. 

2572,  2573  is  a  duplicate  of  2566,  2567. 

Also  2574,  2575  and  2576,  2577  are  duplicates. 

Is  No.  2578  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mi  lhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2570  a  letter  from  Mr.  Emery  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  reads: 

(2570.) 

National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 
110  Broadway,  yew  York  City,  March  26,  1909. 
Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

610  Union  Trust  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Martin:  I  am  enclosing  herewith  a  letter  to  Mr.  Watson,  which  I 
hope  you  will  deliver  to  him  nt  the  earliest  moment.  It  serves  to  pave  the  way 
to  the  introduction  of  Mr.  Stillman  to  Mr.  Watson. 

Mr.  Still  man's  prominence  both  in  the  association  and  in  the  business  world 
Is  well  known  to  you.  He  will  visit  Washington  shortly  in  connection  with  the 
coming  annual  meeting  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  we 
want  him  not  only  to  meet  Mr.  Watson  but  to  be  presented  by  Mr.  Watson  to 
Mr.  Cannon  and  perhaps  one  or  two  other  prominent  public  men  with  whom  Mr. 
Watson  is  intimate. 

I  know  you  will  take  occasion  to  reinforce  my  letter  to  Mr.  Watson  by  letting 
him  fairly  understand  who  Mr.  Stillman  is. 

Senator  Eeed.  Who  was  Mr.  Stillman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Stillman  was  one  of  the  New  York  directors  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  its  treasurer. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  his  business  was  in  coming  here 
at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  invite  speakers  to  their  annual  convention. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2580  and  No.  2581  are  omitted,  being  merely 
personal  letters. 

Is  No.  2582  a  letter  you  received  from  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  states : 

I  am  sending  you  to-day  50  copies  of  the  inclosed  pamphlet 
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And  the  circular  follows,  printed. 

No.  2582  is  the  circular,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2583  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads : 

(2583.) 

Rushville,  Ind.,  March  27,  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mut,hall, 

Union  Trust  Building,  Washington,  D.  (7. 

31  y  Dear  Colonel:  I  left  rather  unexpectedly  yesterday  at  noon,  and  shall  be 
out  of  the  city  until  Tuesday  or  Wednesday.    If  any  of  our  friends  call  you  will 
understand  what  to  do  with  them  until  I  return.    With  kind  regards,  I  am, 
Very  sincerely,  yours, 

James  E.  Watson. 

I  hand  you  No.  2584  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which 
you  received  from  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  A  copy  of  a  telegram  from 
Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads : 

Be  at  this  office  Monday  morning  without  fail.    Charge  N.  A.  M. 

J.  P.  Bibd. 
No.  2585  is  a  duplicate  of  part  of  No.  2586. 

No.  2586  is  an  account  which  you  rendered  this  association,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman  (reading) : 

Paid  to  Speaker's  messenger  for  services  rendered,  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Emery.  $10. 

Paid  to  the  messenger  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Emery,  $5. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  that  messenger  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Have  I  got  to  tell,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Harry  Parker.    I  want  to  say  right  here 

The  Chairman.  A  white  man  or  a  colored  man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  colored  man,  sir.  I  want  to  say  right  here  that  I 
think  the  checks  from  Mr.  Emerv's  office  will  show  that  later  on  those 
men  were  paid  a  regular  salary,  when  Mr.  McMichael  was  put  on 
regularly. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  the  name  of  the  Speaker's  messenger? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Henry  Neal. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  he  a  colored  man,  too? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  is  still  over  there. 

No.  2587,  2588  is  another  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand," 
and  also  bearing  the  name  of  Schwedtman.    I  will  read  this  part: 

I  was  called  here  to  New  York  by  telegram  by  Mr.  Bird  on  Saturday.  He 
wished  to  confer  with  me  in  relation  to  a  strike  situation  out  in  Ohio  among 
the  shoe  people,  and  also  wished  to  have  me  talk  over  the  hatter  situation  here 
with  some  people  he  is  bringing  to  the  office  at  12  o'clock. 
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Is  No.  2589  a  letter  you  got  from  Schwedtman? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this : 

They  are  troubling  us  with  a  lot  of  bad  bills,  and  we  must  keep  very  busy  In 
the  near  future  to  beat  them.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  hear  from  you  after  our 
tariff  friends  have  left  Washington. 

No.  2590  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).    Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

You  are  not  feeling  any  worse  about  our  not  coming  to  Washington  than  we 
do,  but  I  hope  that  in  about  three  weeks  from  now  Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  take  a 
run  to  Washington  to  have  a  talk  with  our  friend  Watson,  Uncle  Joe,  and 
others.  There  is  no  certainty  about  this,  but  I  think  it  would  be  very  advisable. 
What  do  you  think? 

The  Chairman.  This  sentence  should  be  read : 

In  a  half  hour  from  now  our  friend  James  and  I  are  going  to  take  the  train 
for  Jefferson  City,  where  we  will  make  arguments  before  our  State  legislature. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  Emery  or  Watson  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  quite  catch  that. 
The  Chairman.  It  says: 

In  a  half  hour  from  now  our  friend  James  and  I  are  going  to  take  the  train 
for  Jefferson  City,  where  we  will  make  arguments  before  our  State  legislature. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  that  is  intended  for  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  make  that  trip  out  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not.    Mr.  Emery  made  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  interested  to  know  whether  they  are  registered 
out  there  as  lobbyists.  But  I  suppose  you  can  not  tell  us.  We  have 
a  lot  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  can  tell  you. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  tell  you.  I  made  a  public  ap- 
pearance before  the  Legislature  of  Missouri ;  I  made  an  argument  be- 
fore the  judiciary  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  register  ?    That  was  the  question. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  tell  you  whether  I  registered  or  not.  I  ap- 
peared before  the  Judiciary  Committee  at  that  time  and  made  an 
argument  there. 

Senator  Reed.  I  was  interested  only  in  the  question  of  whether  you 
registered. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  answer  any  questions  in  the 
course  of  this  inquiry. 

Senator  Reed.  You  will  probably  get  an  opportunity  before  we  get 
through. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  it. 

Senator  Reed.  2591,  2592  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  dear  Ferdinand." 

2593-2597  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  About  the  strike. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  are  monev  matters  in  that  strike  matter  I 
would  like  to  have  brought  out. 
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Senator  Walsh.  Yes ;  there  are  a  good  many  money  matters  about 
the  strike ;  but  I  do  not  believe  we  have  anything  to  do  with  the  ex- 
penditure of  money  in  connection  with  a  strike.     It  says : 

They  have  been  giving  out  for  the  last  four  or  five  days  that  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  will  furnish  $200,000  at  once  to  continue  to  pay  strike 
benefits. 

We  can  not  inquire  whether  they  did  or  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  go  into  it  any  further 
than  merely  to  find  out  whether  they  were  generally  using  monev. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  that  strike  matter  in  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  Sena- 
tor, it  is  so  plain  there.  This  thing  has  been  denied.  The  money 
was  paid  direct  from  the  New  York  office,  and  it  was  paid  in  connec- 
tion with  an  ex-Member  of  Congress  at  that  time,  who  was  formerly 
on  the — it  was  paid  through  him,  part  of  it  was  paid  through  him — 
who  was  formerly  on  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  they  wanted  to 
bring  back  again.  So  that  is  the  reason  I  am  talking  about  the 
Portsmouth  strike. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course,  anything  with  relation  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  money  to  elect  Congressmen  is  entirely  proper,  and  we  cer- 
tainly ought  to  have  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  that  Member  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  an  ex-Member  at  that  time,  Mr.  Bannon — 
Henry  Bannon. 

Senator  Nelson.  His  name  has  been  referred  to  in  some  corre- 
spondence.    His  name  does  not  figure  here. 

(At  1.05  o'clock  p.  m.  a  recess  was  taken  until  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON    SES8ION. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at 
2.30  o'clock  p.  m. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MAETIN  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Continued. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  I  answer  any  questions  or 
identify  any  letters  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  committee  and  to  the 

Eress  that  Mr.  Albert  D.  Calvert,  president  of  the  Typographical 
Tnion  of  Philadelphia  in  1905  and  1906,  has  wrote  me  a  letter  here, 
which  is  in  answer  to  what  has  been  said  by  a  lot  of  labor  agitators 
over  in  Philadelphia,  stating  that  he  was  not  straight  in  that  strike; 
that  he  was  in  some  way  tied  up  with  the  people  working  against 
his  organization.  I  want  to  say  to  the  gentlemen  of  the  press  that 
Mr.  Calvert  was  as  straight  as  a  string  for  his  union,  worked  day 
and  night  for  its  success,  and  if  it  were  not  for  the  strength  that 
was  thrown  into  the  contest  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers Mr.  Calvert  would  have  won  that  fight.  So  there  is  nothing 
against  Mr.  Calvert  in  any  way,  shape,  or  manner,  and  I  want  that 
to  be  known  to  the  Philadelphia  press. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2598  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Fred  A.  Sims, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  forgotten  who  Mr.  Sims  was. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Secretary  of  State  of  Indiana. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  said  it  was  a  letter  you  received;  it  is  a  letter 
addressed  to  Ernest  Thomas.  I  misled  you  on  that.  How  did  it 
come  to  be  in  your  possession,  if  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Thomas. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  it  says,  "  The  inclosed  letter  I  sent  to  Col. 
Mulhall."  I  see  also  this  note:  "Jim,  please  deliver  the  inclosed 
letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall,"  which  explains  it. 

Is  No.  2599  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Reed  read  in  full  No.  2599.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2600  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My 
Dear  Ferdinand."    I  will  read  this  sentence : 

I  hare  made  a  complete  report  as  near  as  I  possibly  could  in  my  hurried 
labors  of  my  work  in  Orange  and  vicinity,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Bird.* 

2602-2605  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed 
to  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  letter : 

(2002-2005.) 

April  0,  1909. 

My  Dear  Ferdinand:  I  have  been  wanting  for  some  time  to  write  you  fully 
of  the  situation  here  in  relation  to  a  tariff  commission,  but  Mr.  Miles  and  his 
committee  have  kept  me  so  busy  since  they  have  been  here  and  my  attempting 
to  help  the  New  York  office  with  the  National  Hatters'  Association  has  taken 
up  every  moment  of  my  time,  making  it  almost  impossible  for  me  to  eat,  let 
alone  to  write. 

When  the  executive  committee  of  the  committee  of  one  hundred  came  here 
last  Tuesday  I  had  them  hold  off  until  they  saw  Mr.  Watson,  and  Mr.  Watson 
gave  them  splendid  information  and  a  good  program  to  follow,  so  they  could 
be  successful  in  getting  a  tariff  commission  bill  through  at  this  session.  In 
addition  to  this  Mr.  Watson  pledged  his  active  supix>rt  of  the  measure,  and  I 
know  for  a  fact  that  he  is  bending  all  his  energies  along  those  lines  at  the 
present  time.  When  he  first  met  the  executive  committee  of  the  tariff  com- 
mission on  Wednesday,  the  28th  ult.,  he  mentioned  a  number  of  members  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  that  he  thought  it  advisable  for  those  gentle- 
men to  see.  so  Messrs.  Meade,  Towne,  Miles,  Kirby,  and  Tompkins  went  to 
the  Capitol  and  I  made  arrangements  for  them  to  see  Mr.  Henry  S.  Boutell,  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  they  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with 
that  gentleman  on  that  occasion,  and  since  that  interview  Mr.  Boutell  has  been 
extremely  friendly.  Later  on  the  same  comjnittee  saw  Mr.  William  A.  Calder- 
head,  of  the  5th  Kansas  district,  another  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  and  several  other  gentlemen  whom  Watson  advised  them  to  see. 
On  the  29th  ult.  most  of  those  gentlemen  left  for  their  homes,  and  Mr.  Miles 
has  been  actively  at  work  here  ever  since. 

On  Wednesday,  the  28th,  Messrs.  Miles.  Towne,  and  Tompkins  called  on  the 
President,  and  he  gave  them  a  very  favorable  interview,  stating  that  he  was 
for  a  tariff  commission  at  this  session,  so  that  this  committee  came  away 
strongly  impressed  with  the  President's  statement,  and  from  the  interviews 
they  had  with  Mr.  Watson  and  others  they  were  fully  convinced  that  they 
could  get  a  tariff  commission  before  the  tariff  bill  was  put  through. 

I  made  an  engagement  for  Mr.  Stillman  to  have  Mr.  Watson  take  him  to  see 
the  President,  Mr.  Stillman  inviting  the  President  to  attend  our  banquet  on 
the  19th  of  May,  and  on  Thursday  Mr.  Watson  took  Mr.  Stillman  to  the  White 
House.  When  those  gentlemen  saw  the  President  he  seemed  to  be  very  much 
provoked  at  Mr.  Miles  for  statements  that  Mr.  Miles  had  been  making  in  rela- 
tion to  different  schedules  and  flew  into  a  passion  while  Watson  and  Stillman 
were  there,  calling  Mr.  Miles  a  crazy  man.  and  in  a  tone  of  voice  which  was 
very  loud  and  could  be  heard  all  over  the  executive  office.  In  the  afternoon 
Mr.  Stillman  met  us  at  the  Capitol  and  told  us  of  the  interview  they  had  with 
the  President,  and  Mr.  Stillman  seemed  very  much  worried  over  the  way  the 
President   acted.     Later  on    Mr.   Miles  and   I   met  Mr.   Watson   and   we  had 
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dinner  at  6.30,  and  Watson  fully  related  the  incident  of  the  White  House,  and 
even  made  it  stronger  than  what  Stillman  stated  it  to  he.  Mr.  Watson's  impres- 
sion was  that  there  had  been  some  parties  to  see  the  President  who  had  stirred 
him  up  and  made  him  very  angry  at  Mr.  Miles,  but  that  he,  Watson,  was  un- 
der the  impression  that  he  could  settle  the  matter  on  Friday  or  Saturday  of 
last  week,  and  that  he  was  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  not  affect  our  work 
here  in  getting  a  tariff  commission  bill  through.  Mr.  Watson  had  a  long  meet- 
ing with  our  friends  on  Thursday  before  he  went  to  the  White  House,  and 
again  tendered  his  services  to  the  committee  and  mapped  out  a  lot  of  work 
for  them  to  do. 

After  this  meeting  Mr.  Miles  and  I  called  on  Seuator  Hoot,  of  New  York, 
and  Mr.  Root  came  out  very  strongly  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission,  telling 
Mr.  Miles  that  we  might  quote  him  to  that  effect,  and,  in  addition  to  seeing 
Mr.  Root.  I  saw  numerous  Members  of  Congress  who  are  friendly  to  a  tariff 
commission,  and  I  gave  to  Mr.  Miles  a  list  of  names  whom  I  felt  it  would  be 
advisable  for  him  to  see  on  Friday  and  Saturday. 

I  left  on  Thursday  for  Philadelphia  and  Orange,  and  I  reported  this  incident 
to  you  yesterday,  so  I  returned  here  Monday  morning  at  8.30  a.  m.  and  found 
Mr.  Miles,  and  he  gave  me  a  complete  statement  of  his  labors  during  my 
absence.  He  told  me  of  an  interview  that  he  had  with  Senator  Aldrich,  of 
Rhode  Island,  and  Mr.  Aldrich  promised  Mr.  Miles  that  he  would  put  into  the 
Senate  draft  of  the  tariff  bill  a  clause  for  a  tariff  commission  covering  almost 
in  full  the  bill  as  suggested  by  our  committee  that  was  here  last  week.  This 
I  assured  Mr.  Miles  was  a  very  strong  point  in  our  favor  and  would  assure 
ns  of  a  tariff  commission  at  this  session.  So  after  my  interview  with  Mr.  Miles 
he  instructed  me  to  see  Mr.  Watson  as  soon  as  I  possibly  could,  so  I  found  Mr. 
Watson  at  the  Capitol  yesterday  morning,  and  he  told  me  that  he  had  done  a 
lot  of  work  upon  our  bill  for  the  two  days  that  I  had  been  gone.  He  stated  that 
ex-Senator  Hemenway,  of  Indiana,  had  also  seen  Mr.  Aldrich.  and  Aldrich  had 
promised  Hemenway  faithfully  to  include  in  the  tariff  bill  a  clause  for  a  tariff 
commission,  and  Mr.  Watson  stated  also  that  ex-Senator  Hemenway  had  seen 
many  leading  Members  of  the  Senate  and  was  helping  him  along  those  lines 
to  obtain  a  tariff  commission.  Watson  told  me  of  numerous  Members  of  Con- 
gress he  had  seen,  including  the  Speaker,  Payne,  Dalzell,  and  other  leaders, 
and  that  he  was  sure  that  he  could  bring  those  leaders  around,  and  when  the 
Senate  bill  came  to  the  House  for  conference  with,  a  tariff  commission  clause 
that  the  would  pass  it  in  the  House. 

I  had  a  long  interview  again  with  Mr.  Watson  this  morning,  and  he  and  I 
fully  went  over  the  work  that  was  going  on  here  in  Washington.  Mr.  Watson 
Is  under  the  Impression  that  Mr.  Miles  has  done  splendid  work  here  in  many 
ways,  and  that  If  we  could  stop  him  from  talking  schedules  when  he  interviews 
the  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  he  would  be  of  very  valuable  aid  in  the 
present  fight.  Watson  made  arrangements  for  Mr.  Miles  to  see  the  Speaker, 
Mr.  Payne,  and  the  other  leaders,  and  he  told  me  this  morning  that  at  all  of  those 
interviews  which  he  had  arranged  for  Mr.  Miles  that  he  talked  too  much  tariff 
and  not  enough  tariff  commission,  and  in  that  way  he  is  too  radical  with  the 
leaders  of  Congress  and  is  not  winning  them  or  following  the  instructions  that 
Watson  gave  him.  and  Mr.  Watson  is  very  much  put  out  with  the  diplomacy 
shown  by  Mr.  Miles,  and  he  instructed  me  this  morning  to  write  this  to  you  and 
quote  him  just  as  I  am  writing. 

Just  before  seeing  Mr.  Watson  I  met  Vice  President  Sherman's  secretary,  and 
he  commenced  by  stating  that  we  were  stirring  up  things  here,  and  that  Mr. 
Sherman  wanted  to  see  me.  I  wanted  to  know  what  for,  and  he  stated  he 
could  tell  me  confidentially,  provided  I  would  not  spread  it  around.  He  said 
there  was  a  large  delegation  from  New  York  called  on  Sherman  on  the  29th  ult.. 
the  day  that  Watson  and  Stillman  were  at  the  White  House.  They  asked 
Mr.  Sherman  to  go  to  see  the  President  with  them.  Mr.  Sherman  was  under 
the  impression  when  he  was  taking  those  people  to  see  the  President  that  it 
was  to  seek  the  President's  influence  on  certain  changes  they  wanted  in  the 
tariff  bill,  but  when  they  got  up  there  they  called  the  President's  attention  to  an 
interview  that  was  given  out  in  the  press  on  Wednesday,  the  28th  ult.,  wherein 
he  stated  he  was  actively  in  favor  of  the  tariff  commission  at  this  session. 
These  gentlemen  strongly  impressed  on  the  President  that  they  did  not  want  a 
tariff  commission,  and  this  was  the  crowd  that  stirred  up  the  President  so 
against  Mr.  Miles  and  caused  him  to  make  the  statement  he  made  to  Watson 
and  Stillman  when  they  called  on  him  the  same  day.  This  committee  was 
In  the  White  House  when  Watson  and  Stillman  went  there,  and  attet  V*%\s»dl 
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:r^l  s:i.:i:  l.:j  Iff:.  :Lv  I *r^. ■:•.-:.:  **-:.:  :..  :e  :  ■  :i  *e  :«eor->..  *^d  t*KT  *«*ttl  the 
xviij.  rks  l.~  ::.::iiv  :■  S:.::l...  ii  ::ij.i  v\'i:>  l  i:  tie  l^.eniew-  ihey  had  with  him. 
The  rrf?>lrii:  ;■><'-!**.;  :h--s*  jr-..">rjer.  :i.r.:  It-  iid  =i  •:  £-ii*ori»  Miles  to  make 
i.Tjy  >i:.-h  *:;;:<  ili^t  :■.■  tie  ;•  .t  .i.-.  *r.=  :11s  :s  :le  l^l^l  T&1&.Z1  that  be  is  so  angry 
a:  Miles  a:  :Le  :-r«-eL:  ti:_e.  Fr  -^  «■-*:  I  :■  -d  :-einL  :be  President  is  still 
in  f::v-  r  ■  f  :  :.  riff  •  -■  a:iL'>>.« ■:..  Zil  :it*  v;;v  r^esice-r's  secretary  toid  me  that 
Mr.  Shf:iL:  l  w.sLeU  -  e  :■■  -:v  :  ;-->:  ..>  >*•■:.  .  s  Ire  reT-LTz.-ed  to  the  city.  He  left 
fvr  i'iioj  ■ ::  Monet  y  r.d  w:.:  ':•-  * -:.r  :i.e  !.:..;.:»:*  *  liiis  week.  I  told  this 
i:j-:i»s«i:  :■■  Mt-ssrs.  Wl ■>..-/.  .';~:  M.es  .  *.  .*.l  i~:er*:ew  I  liid  with  them  this 
::..r:::ui:.  s..  Mr.  Mi  ~>  :>  :.  tt  .*.t..:~  f  —  ..  .*  :se  -f  :Le  row  in  the  White 
li'.'r.w  ■■*.  .  .>:  'H  ::r<-"i:.v.  W~  L..-e  ...1  *-•*:.  *.  v»  s:r-£  Mr.  Miies  for  swne  time 
t-'  W  u.  • -er.  :e  ::i  Lis  :  ::M  ::-y  f  wL:.:  :?.-.e>  :  l:.^e.  *ad  I  fe*l  that  if  he  does 
Uii?  iL,~rr  is  :.-.  v:^::  :.  \:z  wl. :  vce   •?.:.  ,:e:  £  :&:.-  .s.~.r.-«ifm  bill  through. 

I  -.v.  :.;  :■>  :".  >-r  :":.:<  r- .■■■  ::  :y  -:..:!:..:  :lr.:  Mr.  Miles  :.ad  the  committee  have 
d- --::e  im::..5  w.  rk  <::..-?  :bey  L  -~  '•*•=  L:-rv  .*.r.d  f:l:L  . -jj:;.  iLey  have  stirred  up 
:!.*■  PrtTM^r  :.:.:  •  :!•.:>.  I  '■-  .*.  ■■  *  :  >  ■■ery  •■.■■. J  rv.:::,-s.  ^•t^'anse  we  are  not 
§:■■::. j  :•   cv:  i-i.ytM:.,:  *:  ::.  :L.-**.-  .t*.-:  .t  ".:.  ess  we  f.it:  ht re  for  it. 

I  h;-«!  a  i/OLfe:e:./e  wl:l.  M:  M  -■*  v..  I  ^1:  Mr ■..".-.■  :.!>t  :.  v  i^terrfew  with  Mr. 
W;  >. :..  ;:;. ;  Mr.  M:'^*  ■■»■  .  '.--..  •  :  :  N-  v»  V  :*;  ■  -:.  rr=  w  :■■  work  i»u  the  out- 
^:.^.*  f- :  :'..  w  ."i:  ;  s  w  -^  :.  >  -.. ;. :  :•  .  .;..■  :.-x<;  7.  ;i:.:  ;>:>  w:'I  l^  :i  splendid 
iJ-i:jiT  :■  r  L::..  :■■  '■■.  ..;.  :  -  •■■  .  :.  :..  •  ..-.  -.v:>  >-r-  w-  «•••::. ii  ^et  :i  tariff 
■a:,  :..S>  ■■:.  ::'.".  "  .:  :"..  :  .:  -n  ::". "  '-.-•-";  :-■.':.  >  *  r  Mr.  M:".e>  t««  stay  a  way 
fr-::j  i.-rt-  *:r  :L-.-  :.„\"  v .*■"..:  :  ::-:.  ■.:  y*.  « •:  ■  "r>t-  1  :  :..  «:e"i«-..:e  at«->ut  ap- 
3»r-...-Li:  j  Mr.  M:"-.^  .  ::  ::.S  :>-y>-:.  ■  \.7.  wr.:-.-  .:  :  ■  y,  .:  *■■  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
•/;.'.  :^.ke  :iv.y  .    :;  .;-.  ':.•'  w>:.-  >  ■;■„  :*-.:-.:    ■:.  :  ■  ::.:^  :>->  r: 

•  ■:.  ~\.i  -A\:.  ■•■  f  >ir  M:.->  :  w  .  1.  e  Mr  *;..r".:.er  «*  New  Jersey.  1  .resent 
■  :r  :;.r".*   .-  :. :.   »*    ■:.  ::..-  .  f:-. :::  •  v.    :  .. '.  1  !.:■■.  r  "'•?•■::  >::i^'y  a  1  vising  this 

'■  :  ^  :..-.-  .:-.y*  :. ':  "  :":.::  ::::>;.  j«  •'  :■  ..:.  :  :I.e  .  r\*s-.-:.:  :■::  e  T  ■•  rtrry  out.  for 
i*  w:  .  -:.  w  :  :■■.,.  M» :.  ■ -r^  ■■:  ::.-■  H  :>«  :.*:  S-. ::  :e  ;;>:  wL:.:  \-v.r  tariff  hill 
«.-.  ..<  i ■  •:.  I  iv.:.  .  -^-  :!.->  .v::or  '  y  s :;.-.:  ^  :!.:.:  Mr  >v:.:<-.i-  :,.'ad  me  to  assure 
.v-"  f  ■  v.r  :.:::..  :•.-  >v.  ■— .  ..:,.•...-:!.■.■;•.■:.■  l«e  ■  :.  :■:  '-■■i.-v'.ishe^i  fact  if  we 
w.'_  ■■  rk  »:::.■:".;»■     :-«:.j  :1.-.-  :.:.t^>    f  W   :<  :.'^  >-.-.j^e>::'.  :>. 

v.'i-v  very  ■■♦>*  ^:>..r>.  *■»■■■...■■...  ;; .-  :..  in 

S . -i.it  1 '  r  1 1 m: .  I  w ;■»  1 ; :  :  •  3 >k  v« » : ;  :  1 .  :*t  ^;i k!  t •"»  1 1 : : >  ser.t en*v : 

"*:.►:.  :":  -  ->.«.■  ;■.:.■■?  :>-     f  :*.  •       ..       *:-t'  .f  :«■»  ■. ;-.:.:*•  here  last  Tuesday 

I  1 .  .i  *:^:..  I.    ■:     fT  ■.::■.:.■  :!.i-y  s  w  Mr   W.  :>•:: 

Ai-  v.-^  1  .  ■■.r.-'.ei^Ji.-.l  fivoii  t:::H  t:  :•:  ii.-.  M:ii.r.fa-.-iuivrs"  A?six*ia- 
ti"j.  ii;i'i  ■■!••.  :;K--I  :ii.  iXv  ::r!\  t-  ■::.:;.:! i rv  .»f  :<>•  t«»  look  afitr  the  ques- 
t  i  ■  • :  i  ».f  ::::>  t:ir:l?  ■.■■.•:iiini*<io!'.  h\\\m  (vj-  w::<  t  h-.u  ■/»•!  11m  it  toe  of  100 
create.1:  ii.  -'.-i/.e  •.■:iivr  v.-av  : 

Mr.  Mi  1  h.\:.i  .  Tin-  i-.ii.4:ii:t;iH  r»f  :■>."■  was  oroat^l  at  the  convention 
i  L  :i  t  w  a  -  1. 1- : ».  i  : ! :  1  r.  i : :  :i  1  i  .r,  t » 1 :  -  i  1 1  FY":  ■  r ; . : .  r  v .  •  •!;  t  h  e  1  *■! ! :  „  1  i^t  li .  a  nd  1 7th. 

I  T.-;ii.:  :.«  i-i.iriv:  a  Malt  ii;oi.t  that  1  :::.itie  here  ir.  relation  to  ifr. 
AA'at-":.  w].:i.-h  I  m--  I  have  ivvr;  ••  .:  «'f  .  nin-  i-n.  That  Mr.  Watson  ilid 
ii«'i  irt-:  iliv  ii^'i.i-v  i.H-f.  iv  hf  h-f:  v'-'i.^r-  -s.  h.it  afu-r  he  left  Ctmgress. 
ot*-£ir.>e  I  !i"te  hy  ^i-at  \a\  \u\-v  s:;'.:o>.  now.  wlu«:i  that  tariff  com- 
m i-fsii  ] .  jr.,..  t :  >. ,  that  that  :  >  the  1  \w s-  »n  w ]  1  v  I  w  a  v. t  to  correct  m v 
stdt Clients  a-  ■■•  TJ:e  f.rii^r  .lau-. 

Senator  Reed,  l'- ^;_-ji-.v»«,  ;?  a  dUy>lieate  of  *2iU>2-*2lV0«V 

Is  No.  i'.'lo  a  letter  v^i:  revived  from  Mr.  Bin!* 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  nothing  in  that. 

^•■ll-iJ'ili  is  anniher  lettt-r  from  Sehwedtman.  addressed  to  u\fy 
Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

Mr.  W ;;:*.:,  S  vt-ry  a:ixio>  :«■  ir^-T  Mr.  MT.es  em  of  town  so  as  to  stop  the 
l-aries  wi.  ■  !.:-.ve  l.e^u  ruxiniiij:  :••:!;•>  rresident.  tiio  Speaker,  and  the  leaders 
of  i:.e  H'  u>e.  wLo  .'irt-  riirbiins:  o;:r  bill  .iihl  Mi'.es  as  well.  Mr.  Fassetr  told  me 
w-d^iv  :L ■.:  Mr.  M;le>  ;<  fl^iu.'  "..s  iiiore  harm  than  go<*l.  and  I  am  beginning 
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to  agree  with  Wa'son  that  it  would  be  just  as  well  for  Mr.  Miles  to  work  on 
the  outside  for  eight  or  ten  days.  Of  course  Mr.  Watson  is  very  slow  to  talk 
plainly  to  Mr.  Miles,  but  he  says  he  Is  anxious  to  get  our  bill  through  before  he 
goes  to  Indiana,  and  he  says  there  is  no  use  of  his  s  aying  here  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  is  talking  about  leaving  for  his  home  in  the  near  future. 

I  intimated  to  Mr.  Miles  some  time  ago  that  Mr.  Watson  ought  to  be  given 
something  for  his  expenses,  but  Mr.  Miles  has  not  given  much  consideration 
to  that  suggestion,  and  Watson  told  me  this  morning  that  he  does  not  wish  to 
appear  here  as  a  lobbyist  or  get  the  name  of  being  one,  but  he  would  like  to 
help  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  the  leaders  of  the  assoeia'ion,  but  he  feels  that  he  can 
not  stay  here  more  than  a  few  days  longer,  as  he  will  be  compelled  to  go  home 
and  take  up  his  law  practice,  so  that  he  can  be  in  a  position  to  get  on  his  feet. 
I  made  this  fact  very  plain  to  Mr.  Miles  over  a  week  ago,  and  the  committee 
that  was  in  session  here  on  last  Tuesday  and  Wednesday  week  took  some  action 
on  this  matter  and  left  it  entirely  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Miles,  bu\  as  I  stated  in 
the  fore  part  of  this  let:er,  he  has  not  acted  upon  the  suggestions  made. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  paragraph  says: 

Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Meade  were  very  confident  again  this  morning  that  we 
would  get  the  bill  through  at  this  session.  They  saw  Senator  Gallinger  yester- 
day and  others  and  won  them  over  to  our  side  of  the  case,  aud  they  feel  very 
much  elated  over  the  success  of  yesterday's  work. 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  dozen  copies  of  the  bill  that  was 
introduced  by  Mr.  Gardner  on  the  5th,  and  if  you  wish  any  more  you  can  write 
me  and  we  will  send  you  all  you  want.  You  will  also  please  find  with  this 
report  list  of  158  names  of  Congressmen  whom  I  have  seen  since  the  first  of 
February.  I  am  continually  keeping  in  touch  with  those  men  and  they  are  all 
in  favor  of  our  bill,  some  of  them  very  active  and  strongly  in  favor  of  it. 

I  also  call  attention  to  the  very  first  paragraph  of  this  letter : 

I  had  an  interview  with  Messrs.  Miles  and  Meade  early  this  morning,  and 
also  a  long  talk  with  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  who  introduced  our  bill  on  the  5th, 
and  a  very  pleasing  interview  with  the  new  whip  of  the  House,  Mr.  John  W. 
Dwight,  and  also  with  Representative  J.  Sloat  Fassett,  who  is  very  close  to 
Dwight.  Mr.  Fassett  brought  me  to  see  the  whip  of  the  House  and  gave  me  a 
very  agreeable  recommendation  in  relation  to  my  work  in  the  campaign  of 
1888.  And  later  on  I  had  a  talk  with  Senator  Hemenway  and  Mr.  Watson 
together,  and  both  those  gentlemen  are  very  confident  that  they  can  get  our 
bill  through  at  this  session,  provided  we  follow  the  directions  given  by  Mr. 
Watson. 

2613-2614  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

(2613,  2614.) 

April  7.  1900. 

My  Dear  Ferdinand  :  The  last  time  I  saw  you  East  several  weeks  ago  I 
positively  told  you  that  if  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  yourself  left  the  organization 
that  I  did  not  desire  to  stay  with  the  new  president.  Several  months  before 
that,  you  wrote  me  wanting  to  know  if  I  could  take  care  of  myself  if  there 
were  any  changes  made  at  the  next  election  of  a  president  of  our  association. 
I  stated  to  you  at  that  time  that  I  was  positive  that  I  could  always  provide 
for  myself  and  could  always  secure  employment  from  different  sources  whenever 
I  wished  to  do  so. 

Since  your  first  letter,  certainly,  I  have  been  carefully  k>oking  around,  and 
after  consulting  with  ray  wife  on  many  occasions,  we  Imve  about  come  to 
the  conclusion  to  go  into  the  brush  business  again.  I  started  a  factory  in 
Baltimore  in  1900  and  for  a  few  years  was  very  successful,  and,  as  1  told  you 
before,  I  own  at  the  present  time  two  patents  which  are  bringing  me  a  small 
royalty,  and  I  feel  that  I  could  do  better  by  handling  those  patents  myself 
and  manufacturing  from  them  than  what  I  could  by  taking  employment  in 
-any  other  organization  outside  of  my  present  occupation. 

So,  as  I  stated  before,  after  consulting  Mrs.  Mulhall,  I  have  about  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  I  will  start  in  business  again.  You  know  you  promised  you 
would  write  me  fully  a  month  before  our  convention  if  Mr.  Ytvw  C\«&7»^  v&& 
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yourself  were  going  to  stay,  so  I  would  like  a  month  or  a  couple  of  months' 
notice,  if  yourself  and  our  chief  are  going  to  leave  the  organization,  to  give 
me  a  chance  to  get  into  something  that  would  keep  me  almost  as  active  as 
I  am  here. 

I  have  served  this  organization  about  six  years.  My  first  four  years  were 
not  productive  to  me,  but  the  last  two  years  I  have  been  fully  satisfied  that  I 
have  been  given  a  chance  to  convince  the  leaders  of  our  association  that  I  am 
worth  the  salary  that  they  are  paying  me.  Although  I  feel  deeply  grateful  to 
yourself  and  our  chief  for  the  splendid  opportunities  that  have  been  given  me, 
still  there  are  many  little  disappointments  that  I  feel  have  come  to  me,  for 
after  six  years'  hard  work,  I  should  have  got  further  advanced  in  this  associa- 
tion than  what  I  am  at  the  present  time.  So  for  those  reasons,  I  do  not  wish 
to  start  in  with  a  new  set  of  officers.  I  am  confident  from  interviews  I  have 
had  with  lending  Republicans  in  and  around  Washington  that  I  can  secure  a 
political  appointment  if  I  wish  one,  which  will  give  me  a  chance  to  push  along 
faster  than  I  have  with  the  manufacturers.  So,  if  I  want  to  play  politics,  I 
have  about  come  to  the  conclusion  I  had  better  associate  with  politicians  who 
thoroughly  understand  the  game  and  who  deeply  appreciate  faithful  service 
when  it  is  given,  such  as  was  shown  to  me  by  the  late  President  McKinley, 
Senator  Quay,  and  others,  so  I  want  to  positively  close  this  letter  by  stating 
that  rather  than  start  in  with  a  new  set  of  officers,  I  will  seek  employment 
from  my  political  friends  or  make  a  new  start  in  business,  which  my  wife 
especially  is  urging  me  to  do.  This,  of  course,  will  never  change  my  friendship 
that  is  deep  down  in  the  bottom  of  my  heart  for  you,  for  I  have  always  admired 
your  splendid  abilities,  your  fighting  courage,  and  your  great  capacity  for 
work,  and  I  will  always  hope  to  be  in  close  touch,  if  I  am  given  the  chance, 
with  my  beloved  old  Dutch  brother,  Fred  C.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2615  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you, 
is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2616  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

It  strikes  me  from  a  reading  of  your  letter  that  a  visit  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
to  Washington  soon  after  his  return  would  be  very  timely.  I  pray  that  he 
will  take  me  along  at  that  time,  because  I  should  love  to  discuss  many  ques- 
tions with  you  and  Mr.  Watson.  It  seems  to  me  of  great  importance  that  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  has  a  long  talk  with  our  friend  Watson.  He  is  evidently  doing  his 
utmost  for  us,  and  we  should  show  proper  appreciation  of  this  fact  in  any  form 
in  which  it  will  please  Mr.  Watson.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  have  you  advise 
us  at  an  early  date  what  you  think  of  such  a  visit  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  Wash- 
ington somewhere  between  the  25th  of  April  and  the  first  of  May. 

I  shall  endeavor  meanwhile  to  convey  to  Mr.  Miles  the  suggestions  contained 
in  your  letter,  and  I  feel  confident  that  he  will  profit  by  your  advice.  What- 
ever our  views  may  be  about  Mr.  Miles's  diplomacy  on  certain  subjects,  one 
thing  is  certain — he  is  the  most  lovable  character  imaginable. 

******* 

You  are  doing  splendid  work  and  if  we  succeed  in  our  tariff  commission 
efforts  at  this  special  session  we  will  indeed  have  the  right  to  look  forward 
to  the  coming  annual  convention  with  a  great  deal  of  satisfaction  and  pleasant 
anticipation. 

2017-2618  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  says: 

After  twenty-four  hours  of  very  hard  work.  I  am  glad  to  rei>ort  that  Mr. 
Miles  and  Mr.  Watson  have  had  a  complete  understanding,  and  I  feel  that 
things  will  work  better  now  from  this  time  on  than  what  they  have  for  the 
past  few  days.  It  was  very  fortunate  that  Mr.  Emery  blew  in  this  morning, 
and  he  has  done  more  with  Mr.  Miles  in  the  very  short  time  that  he  has  been 
here  than  what  has  been  done  for  several  days  before.  Mr.  Emery  and  I  have 
had  several  interviews  with  Watson  and  the  other  gentlemen,  and  we  feel  cer- 
tain now  that  things  will  go  along  straight.  We  are  all  extremely  confident 
that  we  can  push  the  tariff  bill  through  at  this  session     At  least,  Watson  says 
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he  Is  positive  that  we  can,  and  this  gives  me  a  good  deal  of  courage  to  endorse 
what  he  states.  From  what  i  can  see  from  my  viewpoint,  J  am  more  thau 
confident  that  we  will  get  the  bill. 

No.  2619  is  a  telegram  from  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it,  simply  so  that  we  may  keep  track  of 
the  Colonel's  movements: 

(2619.) 

[Telegram.] 

New  York.  Apl  8-00. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

610  Union  Trust  Bldg.t  Washington,  D.  C: 

It  is  very  imperative  that  Orange  matters  be  given  your  immediate  atten- 
tion ;  am  desirous  of  seeing  you  before  you  go  there ;  advise  leaving  Washington 
at  once,  notwithstanding  any  desires  that  may  be  supposed  to  assist  in  tariff 
matters. 

J.  P.  Bird. 

No.  2621  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  there  is  not  much  in  that. 

Why  is  No.  2601  in  there  ? 

The  Chairman.  It  is  an  envelope. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2601  is  an  envelope,  and  there  is  also  attached 
to  it  a  postal  card. 

The  Chairman.  A  notification  of  a  meeting. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  another  postal  card. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  case. 

No.  2620  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2619. 

2622-2623  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  anxious  to  lay  down 
the  presidency.    Is  there  anything  else  of  consequence  in  it  ? 

Senator  Waubh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2624  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  dear  Ferdinand."    Is  there  anything  important  in  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

The  Chairman.  It  speaks  of  Gov.  Guild  of  Massachusetts  and  Mr. 
Cobb  of  Boston  helping  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2625  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2626  another  Schwedtman  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  first  paragraph : 

We  spent  a  very  busy  day  here  yesterday  and  a  strenuous  forenoon  to-day. 
Mr.  Watson  saw  several  of  the  Senators  yesterday,  and  things  are  moving  on 
In  apple-pie  order  with  one  exception.  Mr.  Watson  went  to  see  the  President 
again  to-day  on  the  Miles  matter,  and  he  asked  the  President  what  angered 
him  against  Miles  eight  or  ten  days  ago,  and  the  President  stated  that  Miles 
is  continually  flying  into  print  and  making  threats  as  to  what  he  will  do,  and 
it  would  be  better  for  Miles  to  accomplish  what  he  is  going  to  do  before  his 
tariff  bureau  bill  is  enacted,  and  that  Miles  Is  continually  misquoting  him. 
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Mr.  Watson  then  wished  to  know  if  it  would  be  better  for  him  to  bring  Mr. 
Miles  up  to  see  the  President  and  he  shook  his  head  in  a  very  short  way  and 
said  emphatically,  no,  to  keep  Miles  away  from  him. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  another  paragraph  which  says : 

• 

I  will  leave  here  to-day  to  assist  in  the  hatters'  matter  for  a  few  days.  It 
will  be  ten  days  or  two  weeks  before  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  will 
report  their  tariff  bill  in  full,  with  a  clause  in  It  containing  a  tariff  bureau, 
and  until  then  there  can  be  very  little  done. 

Is  No.  2627  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  yourself? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Your  letter  of  April  12th  is  duly  received,  and  I  note 
your  activities  in  Washington  with  Mr.  Miles  and  his  friends.  Mr.  Emery  and 
myself  attended  a  meeting  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  Hatters*  Associa- 
tion Monday  afternoon,  and  we  gathered  from  this  meeting  that  the  situation  in 
Danbury  is  very  acute,  and  it  will  be  necessary  that  prompt  and  energetic  action 
be  taken  if  we  are  to  take  any  part  whatever  in  the  situation,  for  the  manu- 
facturers themselves  are  becoming  discouraged  and  are  contemplating  making 
agreements  with  the  local  unions  if  possible  and  ignoring  the  national  body. 

You  and  I,  of  course,  realize  how  impossible  such  a  proposition  is,  and  I 
would  suggest  taking  hold  of  Danbury  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  that  we 
may  give  the  Danbury  gentlemen  a  great  report  from  the  labor  side  of  the 
situation. 

2628-2629  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  financial  report  you  rendered 
to  this  association  on  April  14,  1909.     Is  it? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2630  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Martin:  I  have  carefully  read  your  letter  of  April  12.  Thank  you 
for  keeping  us  so  well  posted.  I  shall  be  sure  to  convey  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  your 
Judgment  and  Mr.  Watson's  as  to  his  eastern  trip. 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  expected  to  return  home  next  Monday,  and  I  will  then 
write  you  more  in  detail. 

2631-2635  is  a  duplicate  of  2628-2629. 

Is  No.  2636  a  statement  of  your  bill  at  the  hotel  in  Washington 
Citv? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  here  a  letter  that  follows,  and  that  is  printed, 
but  is  not  numbered.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  marked  2636- A.  That 
is  a  letter  written  by  Schwedtman,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

Meanwhile  Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  return  to  Saint  Louis  and  will  no  doubt  make 
his  arrangements  at  once  for  a  trip  to  Washington  between  the  25th  and  the 
last  of  April.  I  expect  great  results  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave' s  presence  there.  If 
be  and  Mr.  Watson  get  together  it  will  be  a  combination  of  two  giants — the  one 
in  forcefulness,  the  other  in  diplomacy — and  if  these  two  men  can  not  bring  the 
situation  to  a  successful  issue  we  might  as  well  give  it  up. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  also  in  the  preceding  paragraph  a  refer- 
ence to  Mr.  Miles.  The  letter  speaks  of  sending  him  some  place,  and 
then  adds: 

This  will  get  him  out  of  Mr.  Watson's  way  for  a  few  days,  and  enable  Mr. 
Watson  to  show  what  he  can  do  in  his  absence. 

No.  2638  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Perdinand."    I  do  not  see  anything  in  that  which  we  need  read. 
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2639,  2640  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand.''  The  letter  refers  to  a  conference  with  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, and  then  says: 

Watson  told  me  this  morning  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  me  to  go  to 
Maine,  as  Senator  Hale  was  all  right. 

The  work  that  has  been  done  on  the  House  side  and  the  list  of  158  names  of 
Members  of  Congress  that  I  gave  to  Watson  has  had  a  good  effect,  for  Watson 
told  me  this  morning  that  he  saw  a  number  of  those  who  were  on  the  list,  and 
lie  found  them  stronger  advocates  of  a  tariff  commission  than  he  supposed 
they  were.  I  told  Mr.  Sherman  of  this  fact  yesterday,  that  there  were  from 
160  to  170  Members  of  the  House  who  were  strongly  in  favor  of  a  commission, 
and  that  the  sentiment  of  the  Members  was  strongly  that  way,  and  that  even 
If  the  majority  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  was  against  us  we  were 
going  to  get  the  bill  that  we  wanted.  I  also  showed  to  Mr.  Sherman  yesterday 
that  the  opposition  we  have  here  were  Mugwumps  and  Democrats,  and  when 
the  party  was  looking  for  votes  last  year  those  fellows  were  against  it,  and  I 
particularly  called  the  attention  of  the  Vice  President  to  the  splendid  campaign 
started  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  the  heads  of  our  association,  and  I  continually 
preach  to  those  gentlemen  that  it  is  not  good  politics  to  turn  down  the  men 
who  did  such  splendid  work  last  year. 

I  am  growing  more  encouraged  every  hour  by  the  way  that  things  are  going 
here,  and  Watson  says  that  just  as  soon  as  the  Senate  bill  is  reported  in  full 
giving  a  draft  of  our  bill,  then  we  will  go  right  to  work  and  make  those 
fellows  give  us  what  we  want.  Watson  is  very  much  enthused,  and  he  is  now 
bustling  for  all  that  he  is  worth ;  so  with  this  statement  I  will  close,  as  usual, 
by  saying. 

Ever  faithfully,  yours.  . 

No.  2641  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
lli\  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Eeed.  It  is  a  letter  of  introduction  that  he  furnished  you? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  a  letter  that  is  addressed  to  Mr.  George  D. 
Selby,  and  the  letter  says : 

This  will  introduce  to  you  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  the  gentleman  that  I  mentioned 
to  you  would  be  in  Portsmouth  on  Monday. 
He  has  credentials  with  him  which  will  establish  his  right  to  your  confidence. 
Very  truly,  yours. 

No.  2642  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2643  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Oscar  E.  Moore, 
of  Portsmouth,  Ohio.    Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  him? 

Mr.  Muliiall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  he? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  strike  in  Ports- 
mouth, Ohio.    The  strike  was  then  taking  place. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  a  letter  of  yours  to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2644  appears  to  be  a  statement  dated  Ports- 
mouth. Ohio,  of  an  account  of  one  M.  Manley  with  the  Washington 
Hotel. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  name  that  I  used  while  in  Portsmouth 
on  that  occasion. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  registered  under  that  name  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  name  is  Martin  Manley,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  that  is  the  name  that  I  used  there. 

Senator  Reed.  And  your  correct  name  is  what  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Martin  Michael  Mulhall. 
Senator  Reed.  2645-2650  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman. 
Senator  Walsh.  That  is  all  in  relation  to  strikes,  until  further  on 
toward  the  end  of  the  letter  there  is  the  following,  which  I  will  read: 

After  these  men  left  at  10  a.  in.,  1  went  and  saw  ex-Congressiiian  Henry  W. 
Banuoni.  Bannoni  was  one  of  the  most  useful  Members  we  had  on  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  of  the  House  last  year.  Both  Mr.  Emery  and  myself  were 
sorry  to  see  him  lose  out  for  the  nomination  last  year.  I  learned  from  Mr. 
Bannoni  he  was  beaten  by  the  Selbys,  those  two  men  who  were  asking  us  to 
aid  them  in  winning  this  strike,  and  that  the  manufacturers  of  Portsmouth 
reduced  their  support  to  Bannom  through  the  influence  used  by  Mr.  George  D. 
Selby  on  account  of  Bannom  not  supporting  the  Littlefleld  temperance  bill  at 
the  last  session  of  Congress.  At  the  close  of  my  interview  with  Mr.  Bannom, 
about  10.45  a.  m.,  I  went  and  had  a  long  interview  with  both  Mr.  Selbys  at 
their  office  in  the  shoe  factory,  and  I  showed  to  both  of  them  that  Bannom  was 
the  most  useful  Member  we  had  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  last 
year,  he  on  all  occasions  voting  against  the  injunction  measures  and  other 
labor  measures  that  came  up  before  that  committee;  and  I  also  showed  to  the 
Selbys  that  Bannom,  although  he  was  only  two  terms  in  Congress,  was  very 
close  to  Speaker  Cannon,  Mr.  Sherman,  and  the  other  leaders,  and  that  he  had 
the  prestige  of  being  on  the  best  committees  of  the  House,  and  they  made  a 
big  mistake  by  not  having  him  renominated.  I  also  showed  to  the  Selbys  that 
Bannom  voted  against  the  Littletield  bill  for  the  good  of  his  district,  for  If  he 
bad  supported  the  Littlefleld  bill  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  he  would  have 
Injured  the  Shaker  and  others  of  the  House,  and  he  would  have  lost  the 
prestige  that  he  had  in  the  House  by  voting  against  the  leaders  in  Congress. 
Mr.  George  1).  Selby  and  his  son  were  very  much  surprised  at  this  information 
and  wanted  to  know  why  Mr.  Bannom  did  not  make  this  thoroughly  plain  to 
them  before  the  congressional  convention  of  last  year,  and  before  my  interview 
ended  they  assured  me  that  they  would  do  all  they  could  to  have  Bannom 
returned  next  year.  I  also  showed  to  Mr.  Selby  that  the  Member  they  had 
sent  to  the  House  this  year  had  joined  the  insurgents  against  Speaker  Caunon, 
and  that  he  would  be  an  idol  in  the  House  for  years  to  come  and  would  be  of 
no  service  to  his  district.  Of  course.  1  made  a  full  report  to  the  Selbys  and  the 
other  manufacturers  in  Portsmouth  of  my  success,  and  the  district  master 
workman  and  his  lieutenant,  Mr.  Ackley,  and  both  those  gentlemen  highly 
complimented  me  by  stating  that  I  had  done  the  quickest  and  best  work  they 
had  ever  heard  of  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  and  wanted  to  know  how  they  could 
pay  me  for  the  services  I  had  rendered.  I  told  them  the  only  way  they  could 
pay  me  was  to  keep  in  active  touch  with  the  work  of  our  association  and  to 
attend  our  convention,  which  would  be  held  in  New  York  on  the  17th  to  19th 
of  next  month,  and  learn  what  was  going  on. 

I  desire  also  to  read  from  the  letter  the  following,  which  appears 
later  on : 

At  9  a.  in.  I  left  Baltimore  for  New  York,  and  I  forwarded  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Henry  Baunon.  with  n  money  order  for  $150.  which  he  was  to  examine  and 
hand  to  Jordan. 

Tha*  was  what  you  referred  to  this  morning,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Keed.  2651-2656  are  duplicates  of  2645-2650. 

No.  2657  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Oscar  E.  Moore.  Did  you  write  that 
letter  to  Mr.  Moore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  a  copy  which  is  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  there  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that  that 
need  be  read. 

No.  2658  is  transposed  to  follow  No.  2656. 

2659-2664  are  duplicates  of  2645-2650. 

2665,  2666  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Selby? 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  relates  only  to  the  strike  there.  I  do  not 
think  it  cuts  anv  figure. 

Senator  Reed.  Xos.  2658  and  2667-2670  are  duplicates  of  2645-2650. 

No.  2671  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mitchell  Jordan  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  statement  here  that  you  are  sending  him 
$150.     (Reading:) 

I  am  sending  you  this  money  order  for  $150  inclosed  in  this  note  through  my 
friend.  Henry  W.  Bannon. 

Who  was  Mr.  Jordan  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  then  master  workman  of  the  Knights  of 
Labor  of  the  city  of  Portsmouth,  Ohio. 

Senator  Nelson.  Why  did  you  send  him  $150? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  call  off  the  strike. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  he  do  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2672  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Bannon.  Is  that  a 
copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  letter  that  ought  to  be  read,  and  I  will 
read  it: 

April  21,  1909. 
Mr.  Henry  W.  Bannon, 

Bannon  d  Bannon,  Portsmouth,  Ohif). 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bannon  :  As  requested  by  you,  I  stated  I  would  write  you 
the  moment  I  reached  here.  I  was  detained  in  Washington  for  some  hours, 
so  did  not  reach  New  York  until  1.30  this  p.  m. 

I  am  sending  you  with  this  letter  a  letter  that  I  want  you  to  show  to  Mr, 
Jordan  before  you  hand  him  the  letter  I  am  sending  to  him.  I  will  not  seal 
the  letter  with  the  inclosure  that  I  am  sending  him,  for  I  want  you  to  see  the 
inclosure  and  to  know  that  it  is  in  the  envelope  before  he  gets  it.  After  read- 
ing the  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Jordan  will  you  please  seal  it  up  and  see 
that  he  gets  it  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  Be  sure  to  follow  out  these 
instructions,  for  you  know  the  reason  as  well  as  I  do. 

At  my  last  interview  with  Mr.  Jordan  he  promised  me  faithfully  that  he 
would  call  off  the  strike  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  He  might  hesitate 
some  time,  or  wait  until  he  gets  this  money  order,  so  that  is  the  reason  I  am  so 
anxious  to  hurry  it  to  him. 

I  had  a  long  telephone  communication  from  Mr.  Pearl  Selby  while  waiting 
at  the  station  in  South  Portsmouth,  and  I  made  it  possible  for  you  to  have 
a  long  interview  with  him  after  I  left  there,  which.  I  think,  will  be  beneficial 
to  all  of  us  by  having  you  return  to  Washington  next  year.  I  will  write  you 
more  fully  in  a  day  or  so,  for  I  am  compelled  to  leave  here  this  afternoon,  and 
on  my  return  to  Washington  will  have  more  time  to  go  into  details  with  you. 
So,  hoping  you  will  read  the  letter  inclosed  to  Mr.  Jordan  and  seal  it  as  in- 
structed, believe  me  to  be, 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  . 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2673  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr, 
Bannon? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  evidently  the  letter  which  accompanied 
the  other,  and  I  will  also  read  a  part  of  that. 
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(Confidential.) 

April  21,  1909. 
Mr.  Henry  W.  Bannon, 

Bannon  <&  Bannon,  Portsmouth,  Ohio, 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bannon:  As  you  aire  well  aware,  I  was  on  the  go  all  the 
time  I  was  in  Portsmouth.  I  had  an  interview  with  one  of  your  friends,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Jordan,  district  master  workman  of  the  Knights  of  Labor,  before  I 
left  there  and  forcrot  to  sot  his  address,  so  will  you  be  kind  enough,  the  moment 
you  receive  this  letter,  to  reach  him  by  'phone  and  hand  him  the  sealed  letter 
inclosed  V 

I  hope  you  will  treat  this  as  strictly  confidential,  as  Mr.  Jordan  might  not  like 
it  otherwise. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2674  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2672.  No.  2675  is 
another  i;  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter.  * 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  all  about  the  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2676  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Mulhrll  by 
Oscar  E.  Moore,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes.    That  is  the  same  Moore. 

Senator  Reed.  Accompanying  that  is  the  envelope  in  which  it  was 
inclosed,  which  is  not  marked.  I  will  have  that  marked  2676-A.  It 
bears  a  special-delivery  stamp. 

2677  and  2678,  being  personal  letters,  are  omitted. 

Is  No.  2679  a  letter  to  you  from  P.  E.  Selby  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  relates  to  the  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  that  it  was  not  called  off  just  then? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  vou  No.  2680. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Jordan  was  waiting  for  a  letter.  It  was  called 
off  afterwards. 

Senator  Nelson.  Waiting  for  the  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2680  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2681  a  copy  of  a  letter  vou  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  relates  to  that  Danbury  hatters'  strike? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

No.  2682  does  not  appear  to  be  numbered  in  the  printed  copy. 
That  should  be  transferred. 

Is  No.  2683  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  on  the  Danbury  strike. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  does  not  appear  to  be  anything  in  there 
except  what  relates  to  the  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  this  entire  letter,  but  it  appears  printed 
here  as  2683,  whereas  the  last  half  of  the  letter,  or  a  portion  of  the 
letter,  appears  as  4932,  and  that  should  be  brought  up  and  made  a 
part  of  2683. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  occurs  to  me  that  everything  should  go  in 
together  up  to  2705,  because  it  all  relates  to  the  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  consider  all  those  letters  in,  and  all  prop- 
erly identified. 

No.  2705  is  an  envelope  addressed  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  the  letter  which  I  now  hand  you,  which  is  printed 
in  the  record  right  under  No.  2705,  the  letter  which  was  inclosed  in 
that  envelope  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  There  are  two  letters  from 
Mr.  Ridge,  who  in  1905  worked  for  Senator  Aldrich,  and  was  then 
seeking  employment  in  that  campaign. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  letter,  dated  "  Providence,  May  3,  1909," 
reads  in  part  as  follows : 

Dear  Sib:  Since  your  visit  here  several  days  ago  I  have,  as  you  requested, 
carefully  looked  over  the  field  and  find  conditions  quite  different  than  they 
were  four  (4)  years  ago,  especially  among  the  labor  men.  Conditions  in  this 
State  are  not  very  good  at  the  present,  and  the  p;inic  certainly  left  Rhode 
Island  working  people  in  bad  shape,  and  the  general  sentiment  is  that  the 
Republican  Party  is  solely  to  blame.  So  you  can  understand  that  if  our  friend 
is  in  the  field  again  for  another  term,  and  no  presidential  election  on,  he  surely 
will  have  the  hardest  battle  of  his  political  career.  This  tariff  question  has 
got  him  no  friends  among  the  poorer  classes:  they  don't  hesitate  to  say  he  is 
working  for  higher  prices  on  their  actual  living.  I  am  going  to  the  Central 
Labor  Union  next  week  and  will  feel  how  they  stand.  This,  of  course,  I  shall 
have  to  do  very  quietly ;  you  know  how  I  stand  with  all  organizations  and  must 
be  careful.  However,  any  information  I  can  give  you,  I  surely  will  for  old 
friendship  sake. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  further  in  that  that  you  care  to 
have  read  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No  ;  nothing  further. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  following  No.  2705  (No.  2705  being  an 
envelope  postmarked  "  Woonsocket,  R.  I.,  May  3,  1909,  1.30  p.  m.") 
should  be  marked  No.  2705A. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  mean  the  letter  signed  "  Jim  "  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No  ;  the  letter  signed  "  James  J.  Ridge." 

Senator  Nelson.  If  you  want  to  have  the  envelope  bear  a  separate 
mark ;  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Now,  the  other  letter,  which  is  signed  "  Jim," 
ought  to  be  marked  2705B. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  that  Jim  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  James  J.  Ridge,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  These  letters  are  both  dated  the  same  day,  and  one 
is  addressed  "  Dear  Sir  "  and  the  other  is  addressed  "  Friend  Mul- 
hall," and  in  the  last  one  I  see  the  writer  says : 

Friend  Mulhall,  I  am  going  to  ask  you  to  do  me  a  favor.  I  am  very  much 
in  need  of  a  couple  of  hundred  dollars  ($200.00),  and  I  feel  as  if  our  friend 
should  help  me  out  for  what  I  done  for  him.  And  I  will  give  service  for  him 
when  the  time  comes  again.  Now,  you  can  do  this  for  me  if  it  will  not  affect 
you  in  any  way  or  place  you  in  any  embarrassing  position.  You  can  put  it  to 
him  in  this  light,  that  you  think  it  would  be  a  good  idea  if  he  would  send  that 
amount  on  for  me  to  pay  expenses  of  visiting  the  various  organizations  (labor 
and  fraternal)  and  inform  him  each  week  how  I  find  matters  politically. 

Who  was  "  our  friend  "  referred  to  there? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator  Aldrich. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  comply  with  the  request  in  this  letter? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  sent  him  $100. 
Senator  Reed.  Did  you  yourself  send  it  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2706  a  statement  of  vour  expenses  at  the  New 
Willard  Hotel? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2707  is  a  little  bill  for  typewriting,  which  ought 
not  to  have  been  printed. 

Is  2708-2711  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  No.  2712. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  all  these  ought  to  have  been  put 
in  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  as  they  have  been  printed  I  would  let 
them  stay  in  the  record. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  might  consider  them  properly  identified  up 
to  2726.  Then  follow  a  large  number  of  letters  of  recommendation 
of  various  individuals  down  to  and  including  No.  2733,  which  is  a 
letter  recommending  Mitchell  Jordan  as  a  first-class  man. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  call  attention  to  them.  Here  are  a  lot  of  let- 
ters, beginning  with  No.  2726  and  running  down  to  and  including 
No.  2733,  addressed  "  To  whom  it  may  concern,"  and  the  names  are  as 
follows :  W.  B.  Askins,  Charles  Bayerl,  Philip  D.  Hobstetter,  John  J. 
Schlichter,  Charles  Ackley,  A.  J.  Finch,  K.  J.  Chaboudy,  and 
Mitchell  Jordan.    Do  you  remember  who  those  men  were  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  they  were  men  blacklisted  by  the  shoe 
shops  of  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  and  they  were  seeking  employment  in 
Cincinnati  and  other  shops,  and  I  came  to  an  agreement  with  Mr. 
Selby  about  it,  and  I  was  instructed  to  give  them  recommendations 
of  that  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2734  is  a  letter  from  the  Selbv  Shoe  Co.,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir ;  thanking  me  for  the  services  rendered  on 
that  occasion.    That  is  from  Mr.  Selby. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  consider  Nos.  2735,  2736,  2737,  2738,  2739, 
2740,  2741,  2742,  and  down  to  No.  2743,  all  embraced  in  the  record, 
identified  and  read. 

No.  2743  is  an  account  that  you  had  with  the  Waldorf-Astoria? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  For  four  days,  $67.45. 

No.  2744  is  another  account  that  you  had  with  the  Hotel  Imperial, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2746-2748  is  an  account  you  rendered  this  associa- 
tion on  May  28,  1909,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  of  importance  in  that  account? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  2749,  2750  are  duplicates  of  2745-2748. 

No.  2751  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Emery,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  reads  as  follows: 

(2751.) 
[Telegram.] 

Received  at  Continental  Trust  Bldg. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  May  28,  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Aid.: 

Please  see  me  at  one  seventy  Broadway,  Saturday  morning.  Want  to  consult 
with  you  before  leaving. 

J.  A.  Emery. 

I  now  hand  you  2752-2754. 

Mr.  Mttlhall.  Let  me  look  at  that  telegram  a  moment  first,  please, 
Senator. 

(The  telegram  referred  to  was  examined  by  the  witness.) 

Senator  Reed.  2752-2754  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  anything  of  importance  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  letter  discloses  that  Mr.  Kirby  has  succeeded 
as  president  in  place  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

I  am  in  some  trouble  about  our  lecture  course  for  next  winter,  and  as  the 
new  president  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  I  must  see  to  it  that  our 
next  year's  program  is  better  than  ever  before.  I  think  you  and  our  good  friend 
Mr.  Watson  can  help  me  out.     Let  me  explain : 

A  certain  lyceum  bureau  promised  fo  get  some  certain  speakers  for  us,  but 
they  are  so  dilatory  that  I  do  not  want  to  wait  any  longer.  I  had  in  mind  for 
our  monthly  meetings  some  of  the  following  men :  Ambassador  James  Bryce, 
Justice  Wright  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Senator 
Borah,  Chief  Justice  Brewer,  Congressman  Cushman. 

Both  you  and  Mr.  Watson  are  so  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  character  of 
our  meetings  that  it  is  entirely  unnecessary  to  explain  anything,  but  I  want  you 
to  help  me  to  get  some  or  all  of  the  above  men,  or  some  others  in  their  place. 
What  is  more,  I  Intend  to  have,  in  addition  to  our  regular  monthly  meetings  at 
the  Odeon,  where  we  will  have  thirty-five  hundred  people  present  at  each  meet- 
ing, about  four  business  dinners.  I  want  to  have  our  board  of  directors  (450 
men)  and  some  of  our  big  business  men,  approximately  one  or  two  hundred,  meet 
at  a  business  dinner  at  some  of  our  prominent  hotels  three  or  four  times  during 
the  winter,  and  I  want  to  have  a  special  speaker  for  each  one  of  these  meetings. 
I  want  our  friend,  James  E.  Watson,  to  be  one  of  these  speakers.  It  will  be  a 
heart-to-heart  talk,  at  which  such  men  as  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Littlefleld  can 
tell  our  people  about  legislative  work  in  a  strain  similar  to  that  of  Messrs. 
Watson  and  Littlefleld  at  the  banquet  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers at  th(-  last  convention.  I  think  that  it  will  rouse  our  people  to  even 
greater  endeavors,  and  bring  out  our  St.  Louis  Citizens'  Industrial  Association 
to  a  poiut  where  no  city  in  the  country  can  touch  it  for  educational  work  on 
constructive  and  conservative  lines. 

You  are  at  perfect  liberty  to  show  this  letter  to  Mr.  Watson,  and  I  know  that 
I  could  not  place  this  matter  in  the  hands  of  two  stronger  and  abler  men. 

It  is  understood  that  we  pay  whatever  is  reasonable  and  right.  In  the  past 
our  expenses  for  speakers  have  been  between  one  and  two  hundred  dollars,  but 
even  if  we  should  have  to  go  above  the  higher  figure  in  order  to  get  the  men 
we  want,  we  are  willing  to  do  it,  although  I  fully  appreciate  that  it  is  not  the 
money  but  the  constructive  work  and  the  good  cause  that  induces  such  men  as 
those  above  named  to  come  to  us. 

Please  bear  in  mind  that  Mr.  Watson,  as  well  as  Senator  Dolliver  and  Mr. 
Littlefleld,  has  been  at  our  meetings,  and  that  they  can  tell  the  speakers  of  the 
future  all  about  our  work.  On  general  principles  I  send  you  a  couple  of  hand* 
books  of  our  association  outlining  the  work  of  the  past.  These  books  are  not 
up  to  date. 
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Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  if 
you  know? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  St.  Louis  organization  that  was  largely  got  to- 
gether, I  think,  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  leading  manufacturers  of 
St.  Louis. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  Antiboycott  Association?  Is  that 
an  association  which  is  affiliated  with  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  under  the  heading  of  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense,  and  I  always  considered  it  an  auxiliary  organiza- 
tion of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  have  the  same  officers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  they  do  any  work  here  in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  Mr.  Davenport  has  been  representing  that 
organization  here  since  long  before  I  came  into  the  organization. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  do  any  lobbying  work? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Who  else  has  been  down  here  for  that  association 
except  Mr.  Davenport? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  saw  anybody  else  representing  that  organi- 
zation here. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  numbers,  2755,  2756,  are  utterly  unim- 
portant, and  I  will  not  stop  even  to  identify  them. 

No.  2757-2760  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "My 
Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

During  the  past  8  or  10  days  I  have  had  several  meetings  with  the  leaders 
of  the  Republican  Party  in  Maryland  on  the  Pearrie  case.  I  know  you  are 
aware  that  Mr.  George  A.  Pearrie,  the  father  of  the  Pearrie  bill,  came  near 
being  beaten  in  the  sixth  district  of  Maryland  last  fall,  which  is  from  six  to 
seven  thousand  Republican.  Pearrie  give  us  the  credit  for  thoroughly  organiz- 
ing the  district  against  him.  He  has  stated  publicly  and  privately  that  we  or- 
ganized all  of  his  enemies  and  got  them  into  one  solid  organization,  and  he  is 
trying  now  to  compromise  by  stating  that  he  will  drop  his  bill  providing  we  do 
not  oppose  him  for  judgeship  in  his  district.  There  are  two  judges  to  be  elected 
this  fall  for  the  State  supreme  bench,  and  Pearrie  wants  one  of  those  nomina- 
tions. He  has  seen  William  Stone,  the  State  boss  of  Maryland,  and  other  lead- 
ers, and  Stone  wanted  to  know  if  we  would  stop  fighting  Pearrie  if  he  dropped 
his  bill  and  not  seek  nomination  for  Congress.  Stone  said  the  Republican  or- 
ganization of  Maryland  was  anxious  to  let  Pearrie  run  for  judgeship,  but  that 
he  was  given  to  understand  that  Pearrie  would  not  care  for  the  nomination  if 
he  was  opposed  by  the  manufacturers  and  the  parties  who  opposed  him  last 
November.  I  want  to  plainly  state  to  you  that  the  effort  is  all  coming  from 
the  Pearrie  side.  We  are  making  no  overtures  to  them,  and  we  are  not  giving 
out  any  program  of  what  we  intend  to  do.  I  think  it  good  politics  to  keep 
Pearrie  and  his  friends  guessing,  to  see  what  he  will  do  in  the  next  Congress,  of 
which  he  is  a  Member,  and  whether  he  will  live  up  to  his  statement  that  he 
will  go  on  record  as  refusing  to  follow  the  Pearrie  bill  any  longer.  If  he  does 
not,  then  we  can  consult  with  the  leaders  of  our  association  and  take  their 
advice  as  to  what  they  want  done. 

I  had  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Emery  on  Friday  night,  calling  me  to  New  York 
on  Saturday  morning.  We  had  a  conference  in  relation  to  the  Washington  situa- 
tion, and  he  stated  what  he  wished  me  to  do  and  gave  me  to  understand  plainly 
what  he  wishes  done  while  he  is  absent.  He  has  put  it  up  to  me  to  fix  the 
Judiciary  Committee  and  the  Labor  Committee  while  he  is  away,  and  I  feel 
certain  I  can  have  this  done,  as  we  have  been  working  upon  this  for  some  time. 
It  looks  as  though  we  would  meet  with  success  all  along  the  line. 

I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  anything  to  you  about  the  tariff 
commission  clause  in  the  Senate  bill,  for  the  public  press  will  give  you  all  "the 
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information  necessary,  and  I  know  you  take  the  Congressional  Record,  which 
keeps  you  posted  on  what  they  are  doing  in  Washington  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Watson  has  been  away  to  Indiana  for  the  last  10  days.  He  toid  me  he 
would  return  the  fore  part  of  this  week,  and  as  soon  as  I  hear  from  him  I  will 
give  as  much  of  my  time  to  Washington  as  I  can  and  try  to  get  matters 
straightened  up. 

I  note  what  you  say  in  your  letter  about  Mr.  Watson  and  securing  for  you 
speakers  for  your  meetings  in  St.  Louis.  It  will  be  a  great  pleasure  for  me  to 
do  this  work,  and  the  moment  I  get  through  with  the  Danbury  situation,  which 
I  feel  will  be  in  a  few  days,  I  will  take  this  matter  up  at  once  and  write  you 
fully  about  it. 

I  particularly  note  what  you  say  about  our  new  president,  Mr.  John  Kirby. 
You  are  right,  dear  old  brother. 

Did  you  engage  in  that  educational  work  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say  to  what  extent ;  but  I  want  to  say 
in  relation  to  Mr.  Pearre  that  Mr.  Pearre  never  made  ajiy  overtures 
himself  for  peace.  They  were  all  made  through  the  supposed  leader 
of  the  Republican  Party  in  Maryland,  Mr.  Stone.  Mr.  Stone  made 
certain  concessions.  He  would  let  us  name  the  head  of  the  city  ticket 
provided  we  would  stop  fighting  Pearre,  and  we  did  name  the  head 
of  the  city  ticket  and  elected  him,  but  the  Pearre  fight  went  on. 
Pearre  did  not  stop  on  his  bill.    He  went  on  and  fought  to  a  finish. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2761  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  John 
Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  important  in  it. 

No.  2762  is  simply  a  statement  of  a  bill  of  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  I  will  waste  time  on  these  any  more, 
but  will  just  put  them  in. 

Is  No.  2763  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  received  from  Wilson  Vance? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  that  is  Mr.  Post's  editor, 
of  Battle  Creek,  Mich. 

Senator  Reed.  He  wanted  a  copy  of  the  Congressional  Directory? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2764  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2765  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Wm.  M.  Carson  to 
you,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2766,  2767  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby,  the  new 
president,  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Waush.  There  are  some  references  in  it  to  John  Mitchell. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2768  is  another  Schwedtman,  "  Dear  Ferdi- 
nand," letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  was  trying  to  get  lecturers. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  it  is  about  analyzing  mineral  waters.  He 
also  says: 

Father  Shnnley  wrote  a  splendid  letter  concerning  labor  agitators  to  the 
Snn  on  the  2d  instant,  and  I  have  had  several  long  interviews  with  him  in 
Danbury  and  have  won  him  over  as  a  warm  friend. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2769  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to 
James  E.  Watson  under  date  of  June  7,  1909? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2770  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Vance  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2771  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  reading  these.  I  am  trusting  to%yxni, 
gentlemen  of  the  committee,  to  call  my  attention  to  anything  im- 
portant in  them. 

The  Chair3ian.  Keep  going  ahead. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2772  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear 
James."    Did  you  write  that  letter ;  and,  if  so,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2773  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  It  says  in  the  last  paragraph : 

Everything  is  working  smoothly  at  this  end  of  the  road,  and  I  am  In  hopes 
of  getting  very  good  results,  both  in  Washington  and  in  Danbury,  inside  of  the 
next  few  days.  It  will  be  a  great  pleasure,  dear  brother,  to  keep  you  posted 
and  just  as  soon  as  I  get  through  with  the  Danbury  situation  I  am  going  to 
attempt  to  take  a  short  trip  out  West.  Congressman  MeKinley,  chairman  of  the 
national  congressional  committee,  wants  me  to  undertake  a  short  mission 
for  him  and  wishes  me  as  soon  as  I  return  to  Washington  to  confer  with  him 
on  the  errand  he  wants  me  to  undertake,  so  if  I  get  that  far  I  will  try  to  run 
over  to  St.  Louis  just  to  take  a  look  at  you. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  and  before  that  it  says: 

Mr.  Watson  expects  to  return  to  Washington  the  latter  part  of  this  week, 
and  just  as  soon  as  I  hear  he  is  there  I  shall  go  over  to  the  capital  city  to 
confer  with  him  upon  the  matter  you  wish  us  to  take  up,  and  shall  write  yon 
fully  the  results  just  as  soon  as  I  see  him. 

Is  No.  2774  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  the  new  president,  Mr. 
Kirby  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  much  in  that. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2775  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  William 
Carson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  William  Carson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  William  Carson  was  the  gentleman  who  was  elected 
clerk  of  the  circuit  court  at  Baltimore. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  was  a  subordinate  officer  of  the  court. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2776  a  copv  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Miles? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

I  have  continued  to  keep  in  touch  with  the  situation  and  with  the  leaders  of 
the  Republican  Party  in  Washington  since  I  saw  you  last,  and  I  can  see 
nothing  but  success  for  our  bill  as  drawn  by  Senator  Aldrich.  I  have  been  in 
close  touch  with  a  number  of  leaders  from  Wisconsin,  and  I  have  mixed  freely 
with  the  Members  from  that  State,  gradually  feeling  them  out  in  relation  to 
Senatorship  next  year,  and  from  the  information  I  am  getting  I  am  fully  con- 
vinced that  you  are  the  man  to  beat  La  Follette  for  the  Senatorship  in  1910. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  losing  ground  every  day,  and  his  join- 
ing t*>A  *■**.  trade  of  the  Democrats  of  the  Senate,  I  am  given  to  understand, 
will  »  in  his  own  city  to  make  the  fight 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3073 

I  expect  to  go  west  to  Chicago  inside  of  a  couple  of  weeks,  and  I  will  be 
pleased  to  have  you  write  me  if  you  can  see  me  at  Racine.  I  am  anxious  to 
talk  matters  over  with  you,  for  I  am  confident  I  can  give  you  information  which 
will  convince  you  that  I  am  right  on  the  data  I  have  given  you  in  this  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2777  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  you  by  Mr. 
Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  not  important. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2778,  2779  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  was  written  to 
you  by  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  nothing  of  consequence  in  it  except  in  ref- 
erence to  the  hatters'  strike. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  simply  call  attention  to  this  lecture  date: 

October  19,  1909,  Senator  Bristow,  "  The  responsibility  of  American  citizen- 
ship." 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  gpt  Senator  Bristow,  if  you  remember? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  So  Mr.  Schwedtman  says.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  gettii^  of  him  there. 

Senator  Reed.  What  date  is  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  October  19,  1909. 

Senator  Nelson.  Congress  was  not  in  session  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2780  is  a  communication  to  you  from  Wilson 
Vance,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2781,  2782  a  letter  you  got  from  Mr.  Carson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.    I  can  tell  the  writing. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2783  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  ad- 
dressed "Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  about  the  Danbury  matter.  There  is 
nothing  important  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2784  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  William 
F.  Stone,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Mb.  Collector:  You  will  please  find  *  inclosed  with  this  letter  a 
letter  from  Mr.  William  M.  Carson,  which  I  received  this  morning.  The  letter 
will  partly  explain  itself.  I  promised  Mr.  Carson  some  time  ago  that  if  you 
would  advise  him  to  run  for  the  office  of  register  of  wills  of  Baltimore  I  would 
give  him  my  personal  check  for  $200,  and  that  I  would  see  a  number  of  manu- 
facturers that  I  am  acquainted  with  in  Baltimore  and  solicit  funds  to  help  him 
and  his  party  in  this  campaign.  My  own  check  will  go  to  Mr.  Carson  the 
moment  that  he  makes  up  his  mind  to  seek  the  office,  and  I  will  get  busy 
in  his  campaign,  providing  he  gets  any  advice  from  you  that  will  encourage 
him  to  make  the  fight  in  the  coming  primaries. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  an  important  matter  in  a  sense,  Senator, 
because  Mr.  Bird  came  over  there  and  made  an  address,  a  little  later 
on,  to  22  prominent  labor  workers  that  met  at  my  home,  and  then 
presented  to  Mr.  Carson  a  check  for  $200  in  addition  to  what  I  gave. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  interested  in  Carson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Carson  was  formerly  a  solicitor  for  membership 
in  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  a  man  I  knew  in 
Maryland  politics  for  a  number  of  years. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2785,  2786  a  letter  you  received  from  H.  E. 
Mite! 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Mr.  Watson,  however,  asks  several  of  us  to  be  in  Washington  about  the  20th. 

I  think  if  I  meet  that  appointment  it  will  keep  me  East  from  the  20th  to  pretty 

near  the  end  of  the  month. 

******* 

I  was  very  much  surprised  to  see  how  warm  the  Iowa  manufacturers  were  on 
the  tariff.  They  not  only  passed  the  resolution  we  wanted  them  to  for  a  com- 
mission, etc..  but  another  resolution  expressing  the  desire  that  the  President 
veto  the  tariff  bill  unless  it  has  a  very  substantial  revision  downward.  It  shows 
that  Iowa  is  bent  on  tariff  adjustment  regardless  of  consequences  to  the  Repub- 
lican Party  or  anything  else. 

Where  is  Senator  Cummins?     He  would  enjoy  that. 

In  a  way  I  was  sorry  to  hear  of  the  passage  of  this  resolution  in  Iowa;  but, 
as  I  said  to  them  in  the  evening,  I  am  sure  they  do  not  want  a  revision  "  down- 
ward" or  revision  "upward"  as  such,  but  they  want  a  just  revision  in  ac- 
cordance with  President  Taffs  definition  of  the  difference  in  cost  here  and 
abroad,  etc. 

Dolliver  and  Cummins  are  not  playing  politics. 

Is  No.  2787  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Miles  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  A  letter  Mr.  Miles  sent  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

According  to  the  papers  our  friend  La  Follette  is  hurting  himself  greatly  by 
a  general  filibuster. 

Is  No.  2788  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Thomas  at  Rushville, 
Ind.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes;  he  was  Mr.  Wat- 
son's secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2780  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Carson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2700,  2791  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  John 
Kirby,  the  president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2792  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  the 
Thomas  Smith  Co.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  2793-2794  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Schwedt- 
man,  addressed  i%  Dear  Ferdinand.  Is  there  anything  in  that  to  be 
read  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  No.    That  all  relates  to  Danbury. 

Senator  Reed.  279.*>-279G  is  a  letter  from  Stone  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  relates  to  Baltimore  politics. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2797  a  statement  of  an  account? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2798  a  Schwedtman  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2799  a  letter  from  Kirby  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  seems  to  be  nothing  important  in  it. 

No.  2803  is  a  letter  to  you  from  James  E.  Watson,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  P«-n    Tt  says: 
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My  Dear  Colonel  :  I  would  like  for  you  to  come  over  to  Washington  as  soon 
as  you  can  conveniently  do  so  after  the  receipt  of  this  letter. 

Give  my  very  kindest  regards  to  Mrs.  Mulhall.  and  believe  me  to  be  your 
friend. 

James  E.  Watson. 

No.  2804  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  says: 

Watson  says  that  it  is  advisable  to  have  as  many  of  our  committee  here  as 
we  possibly  can  around  the  20th,  before  the  executive  part  of  the  tariff  bill  is 
reported  to  the  Senate;  otherwise,  he  says,  he  would  not  be  responsible  for 
the  bill. 

I  was  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Watson  wanted  our  members  to  work 
on  the  conference  committee.  If  that  was  the  case,  certainly  we  would  not 
wish  those  gentlemen  here  at  the  present  time,  but  I  fully  agree  with  Mr. 
Watson  that  it  is  such  a  long  time  since  there  has  been  any  open  effort  made 
in  behalf  of  this  bill  that  it  is  a  good  plan  to  have  the  committee  here  and 
do  all  we  can  for  a  few  days. 

Mr.  Watson  told  me  that  he  had  sent  out  letters  to  the  leading  members  of 
the  committee  and  will  expect  them  all  here  next  week,  so  I  expect  to  have  the 
pleasure  of  seeing  Mr.  Miles,  Mr.  Cobb,  and  the  other  members  and  be  here  on 
the  ground  to  help  them. 

Is  No.  2805  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  James  S.  Sherman? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2806  a  copv  of  a  letter  vou  wrote  to  Mr. 
Miles? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  savs: 

This  morning  I  came  over  to  Washington  and  had  a  long  and  pleasing  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Watson  and  others,  and  Watson  explained  to  me  the  reason 
for  his  sending  out  a  call  to  have  the  tariff  committee  of  our  association  come 
to  Washington.  He  and  others  have  given  me  thoroughly  to  understand  that 
there  is  a  very  bitter  feeling  here  against  Senator  Beveridge*.  La  Follette,  and 
other  Senators  who  are  advocating  a  tariff  commission,  and  for  that  reason 
he  feels  that  it  will  be  absolutely  necessary  to  do  a  few  days'  good  work  here 
as  soon  as  we  possibly  can,  to  try  and  offset  the  impression  that  Beveridge, 
I>a  Follette,  Cummins,  and  others  are  fathering  our  tariff-commission  bill. 

So  I  fully  agree  with  Mr.  Watson. 

No.  2807  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter.  In  all  cases  the 
letters  beginning  "  Dear  Ferdinand,"  without  any  further  identifica- 
tion may  be  regarded  as  Schwedtman  letters.  Is  there  anything 
in  that  you  want  to  read,  gentlemen? 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  in  regard  to  mineral  water,  and  about 
seeing  Cardinal  Gibbons. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2808  is  also 

The  Chairman.  No.  2808  is  about  speakers. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  part  of  No.  2807 : 

My  Dear  Ferdinand  :  I  know  I  wrote  you  in  a  former  letter  that  the  balance 
of  the  mineral  water  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  sent  here  to  be  analyzed  had  arrived 
In  this  office.  After  persistent  efforts,  I  write  to-day  to  say  that  we  have 
succeeded  in  having  the  Government  experts  make  an  analyzation  of  the  water. 
I  was  given  a  tip  some  time  ago  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  House  purchase  mineral  waters  for  the  use  of  the 
National  Capitol,  and  that  any  water  that  they  would  recommend  to  be 
analyzed  by  the  Agricultural  Department  would  be  promptly  given  attention  to. 

I  visited  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Senate,  Mr.  D.  M.  Ransdell,  to-day, 
along  with  Mr.  Sherman's  secretary,  Mr.  Devendorf,  and  Mr.  Ransdell  stated 
that  he  would  take  hold  of  the  matter  at  once  and  have  the  water  analyzed. 
He  Inquired  if  I  had  several  different  samples  of  the  water,  which  I  assured 
him  I  had,  so  I  am  sure  now  that  we  are  on  the  road  to  get  the  analyzation 
that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  requires. 
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Vf.-    W'  ;.;r  i.\„  T:.*-  **±'~t  <.f  ?.  r..r  -rr:r_g  down  in  Texas  where 

Mr    V'.-    '..*■*-:■     .-  •-•■:.   »:.  :  ;■>  -ir.:ei  the  water  analyzed  to  sec 

i  ■       ■  ■ 

*-r.*?   ':.*::..*  >.\.  .it.:   -     ■;.  .   -:*  -.45  ::_  ;:. 

m.-s*',/    JZm:,.  fr  */    .rr~i  :«■  ;.*•»•;   ;hat  the  association  ought  to 
'K  *.*-;»»  a.i '■■!%}.  *}**-  ^iow-rT.n>r.T.  «-r  it  ••vnrred  to  him  or  somebody 

\ff    M»  mum..   It  "-r-i;rred  t<-»  him. 

-"f.;if'#r  \r.i>./i:  .  II*  ■»■,!-  not  tryine  t«»  palm  off  the  water  on  the 
'#' ■■  i'li.tiit'iii  ? 

Mi    Mi  i.iiM.f..  No:  I  rlo  not  believe  he  was. 

.-••ii;if/ir  Ni i.M;.s.  So  there  was  no  scheme  of  that  kind? 

Mi     Mi  f.ii  \m,.  No. 

>fiiiiior  W'mmu.  \)]<l  you  get  Cardinal  Gibbons  and  Ambassador 

l'i  •,■«■!•  lo  jfo  on  I  he  ler'Hire  fours*1? 

Mr.  Mi  i.iiam..  1  do  not  believe  I  saw  the  Cardinal  on  that  mis- 
eiofi      I  would  lilo-  to  have  that  letter  read.    I  saw  the  Cardinal  only 

•  -§■*■«■_ 

.'-Viiulor  iCi-.i-.n.   It  is  not  important. 
Srfiiilor  Ni-.i..m»\.   No. 

:  innior  lU.i-.n.  More  is  a  letter  of  June  16,  1909,  which  is  printed 
but   not   iiiimhrri'd.     It  should  be  numbered,  and  I  will  number  it 

Niiiulor  Ni  i.so\.  Then*  is  nothing  of  importance  in  it. 

Ni'iniior  K 1 1 1 ».  Is  No.  4JH()1)  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mil  in  nt>l    Mimdheim? 

Mi    Mi'i.nxi.i.  (after  examination).  Yes. 

.'•I'linlur  \V\i.nh.  That  is  interesting,  and  I  think  that  it  should 
be  I  fit  1 1      1 1  p.  as  follows: 

llNWU 

Juif  E  17, 1009. 
Mi     "  i  \o  i  i    \h  mho  i \i . 

/'•isii/i«i/    1/  ■!  ft  ii  /iii  tu*  ini»   Haiti''*'    I  **<>ri  tititin. 

\*.  I  (M'-i/iiN  \rvnm\  Rrooklyn.  Y.  V. 
\ii  i»i  \u  \iu  M»  m'iuim  I  lofi  Now  York  for  this  city  Tuesday  afternoon, 
<n.,i  in  i, .it*  vnhit-  I  ii-iit  \  Umu  in  ton  low  with  Mr.  Berg  in  relation  to  the 
I ».» iiimi \  -luiiiiimt  iuhI  in*  ini]MiriM  niiout  who  our  attorneys  were  over  in 
w  ■•  .>iiin.  i ,m  .tin  -i,i,»  ,»i  Mi  rmon  l  ;tssr.ivil  Mr.  Here  that  we  were  in  daily 
«••••!  it  w\\\\  ««iitt>  ,»i  iho  in  1:1: mm  I'wxors  thoro  :*iv  in  the  country,  and  when  I 

•  -inn-  ii,  ii-  \\  «mIh«"iI  m  tiii'iM-i'i;  I  h;id  n  lorn:  interview  with  the  Hon.  James  E. 
w.M-.-ii  u  !•••  i>  1  ■.  Vi""ivi  if  'i!-i»  ilo'>o  here  for  12  yean  and  was 
iiii-  iiii-niiii.  n  ,  ii,i!.i  .10  r,«i  v;«i\o:-u.M-  i»f  I  in!  i:\iw  last  year.  Mr.  Watson  to 
«"»'  «••  »iii-  1m-  1  ,  i»n»  1 .1  •.■■  ■,•!-.  ■ :  -.Mil  ,m":si:"v:i'  !:*wyer»  that  there  Is  In  the  United 
''•■hi-      1  iii    i'  i*  n*,mi  .  «*is,  «\it\i  |i>  ir.:iv>  i»f  t  ho  bright  est  lawyers  In  Congreaa 

^'•iii  i  iim-i  Mi  \\  11  •..•!■.  1  •..»•,!  »■.■:■■  ;;N»«t  my  interview  with  Mr.  Berg 
■mil  >.'ni  i-i-iM'V  iio-i  n»:  •■,  :.«::'%*\  w  *•.*  u  s  !v£  euoihch  to  handle  your  caw 
■» »  »'»•   i*-ni»i«M   ii.  !«•••!   ,  ■. "■-»*: x     m  -: :**»••  ?:.:>,*  i  ftiVy  went  over  the  rftna* 

•  •  ■•*  •» »!»■     \  im  ■.-         ■■:■■*••  ::o  <s:i\!  !hsr  he  would  be  rery  pleasai 

•»•      »  *■■•  \i'i«  1  »*-tv  -i  \.m«  «  xv,\»  ••      Ho  :s  ^*ry  clow  to  the  leaders  of  our 

■!•    ■      x'      x  x              ■■&■  *v^-    «r\1  thr\^o|Eh  the  lufluencs 

i in  '    »i.M','  w-'-.i  :  ■».■  m-    ^  :  ^*--   *   fiv*  •>*•  ^  i*  just  the  man  that 

!■■•■■■                   *        *  v     ..            „  ■     «    :?  -*v  :x*^e  who  have  broken 

»» ■        ■■•'  ■  ^'-    "        ■-■■.fx   v  r*v\«  :  >~  ?o  the  ftaaJtaiT  situation. 

■!■■»•  mim   Ki»i»     \'\\«v    ■  »s  ^\»  ■•  ^  ;,x  :x-*^  ih*  nst  of  it! 
-,mm,m   \\  m  -ii    \  .:.»  »-v  ..••.<:  •>  ^v.:vxrtant. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  also  ought  to  be  read,  and  I  will  read 
the  following  part  of  it  : 

If  you  wish  to  come  over  here,  I  will  have  Mr.  Watson  meet  you,  or,  if  you 
Buggest  it,  I  will  ask  Mr.  Watson  to  come  to  New  York  and  see  you,  which  I 
think  he  would  do. 

I  expect  to  be  tied  up  here  for  the  balance  of  this  week  and  all  of  next  week, 
as  Mr.  Kirby,  our  new  president,  and  several  members  of  our  executive  board 
will  be  in  Washington  nearly  all  of  next  week,  and  that  will  hold  me  here 
until  they  leave  town  again.  Mr.  Watson  will  be  engaged  with  those  gentlemen 
also,  as  he  is  acting  for  us  as  an  attorney  at  the  present  time  during  the  extra 
session  of  Congress. 

No.  2810  is  omitted  because  it  is  a  personal  letter. 

No.  2811  is  signed  "  Wm.  C."  It  is  addressed  "Dear  Colonel." 
From  whom  is  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  It  is  from  William  Carson,  if 
I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2812  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it : 

I  also  had  a  very  successful  meeting  with  Mr.  Watson  in  relation  to  the 
committees  that  are  to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker,  and  I  impressed  upon 
him  the  importance  of  having  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  eight-hour 
committee  fixed  our  way  as  soon  as  he  possibly  could.  I  told  Mr.  Watson  I 
would  like  to  have  him  see  the  Speaker  at  once  and  let  us  know  if  he  would  put 
the  Members  on  those  committees  that  we  wished  to  have  placed  there.  Mr. 
Watson  assured  me  he  would  do  this  the  first  thing  to-morrow  morning,  and 
I  suggested  that  I  would  have  other  leaders  of  the  House  call  on  the  Speaker, 
but  he  told  me  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  do  this,  as  he  was  sure  the  Speaker 
would  do  it  for  him ;  so  I  feel  that  this  will  close  that  phase  of  our  work  for 
this  session. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2813  a  copy  of  a  telegram  that  yon  received 
from  Mr.  Miles? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2814  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2815  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Kirby 
telling  you  it  is  necessary  to  be  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel  at  a  cer- 
tain time? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2816  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  sentence  from  that  letter : 

Mr.  Emery  mapped  out  a  lot  of  work  before  he  left  here,  and  this  I  am  now 
engaged  on,  along  with  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2817  is  a  duplicate  of  2815. 

No.  2818  is  a  letter  written  to  you  by  Fred  Berg,  jr.,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  that  letter  is  of  no  consequence. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2819  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  which  you  sent  to 

Mr.  Berg? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  reads  as  follows : 

Impossible  to  leave  here  at  present.  Have  written  Mr.  Mundheim  and  re- 
ceived no  answer.    Will  write  you  fully  to-morrow. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  That  all  pertains  to  the  Danbury  strike. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  2820  is  a  letter  addressed  to  James  J.  Ridge, 
and  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  him? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  this  portion  of  that  should  be  read : 

I  received  both  your  letters,  the  last  one  on  last  Monday,  and  the  moment 
I  got  them  I  put  them  In  the  hands  of  Senator  Aldrich's  secretary,  and  im- 
pressed ui>on  him  the  importance  of  taking  up  your  case.  I  had  a  long  and 
pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  Shelton,  Senator  Aldrich's  private  secretary,  on 
Monday  afternoon,  and  he  excused  himself  for  not  answering  your  letters  be- 
fore this  by  stating  that  it  was  almost  impossible  for  the  Senator,  at  the  present 
time,  to  give  any  consideration  to  mail  matters.  Mr.  Shelton  slated  that  Sena- 
tor Aldrich  has  got  several  thousand  letters  ahead  that  he  has  not  been  able 
to  answer,  and  many  of  them  of  great  importance  to  his  constituents  in 
Rhode  Island,  and  among  the  rest  yours,  and  he  promised  me  that  the  moment 
he  could  reach  the  Senator  so  that  he  could  impress  on  hiui  your  situation, 
he  would  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2821  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Berg,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  In  that  letter  you  say: 

The  executive  committee  of  the  tariff  commission  of  our  association  is  in 
Washington  at  the  present  time  working  on  a  tariff-commission  bill,  etc. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  I  see  in  these  letters  here  that  you 
were  to  get  Cardinal  Gibbons  and  Ambassador  Bryce  and  other  dis- 
tinguished men  to  lecture.    For  what  was  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  association  that  Mr.  Schwedtman  had  formed 
in  St.  Louis  holds  annual  meetings  for  lectures. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  character  of  the  lectures? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Educational  lectures  before  this  organization,  on 
any  subject  upon  which  these  men  desired  to  lecture. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  purpose  of  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  the  purpose  of  building  up  their  organization 
and  keeping  it  before  the  public  out  there. 

Senator  Kelson.  Were  they  expected  to  lobby,  or  to  boom  the 
Manufacturers'  Association  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Oh,  no;  I  do  not  believe  they  were.  In  St.  Louis 
they  have,  according  to  my  view,  the  most  powerful  organization 
that  there  is  in  the  United  States. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  started  by  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  it  called? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  purpose  of  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  had  better  get  the  constitution,  I  think,  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  think  Mr.  Schwedtman  will  be  willing  to  furnish  it  to 
you.    I  could  not  say  offhand. 

The  Chairman.  Has  it  anything  to  do  with  lobbying  work? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  It  is  an  organization  for  protecting,  and 
helping  in  any  way  that  they  can  to  get  legislation,  just  the  same 
as  any  of  the  rest  of  these  organizations. 

The  Chairman.  What  kind  of  legislation?  Legislation  against 
labor,  or  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  against  labor.  I  think  it  is  on  that  list. 
You  have  a  list  of  those  organizations  that  I  sent  you  that  are  in- 
in  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 
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Senator  Waush.  It  is  one  of  the  constituent  organizations  of  this 
association,  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Cardinal  Gibbons  and  Ambassador  Bryce  and 
these  other  distinguished  men  did  not  know  that  they  were  going 
out  to  lobby  for  itl 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Oh,  no. 

The  Chairman.  So  it  was  a  kind  of  insidious  lobby  that  was 
going  on,  to  get  these  men  to  lobby  for  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  committee  should  have  permitted  these 
letters  to  be  read.  My  idea  was  that  their  purpose  in  getting  these 
very  distinguished  men  was  to  give  their  organization  a  standing. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  that,  but  those  men  did  not  know 
that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  have  had  the  most  distinguished  men  in  the 
country  lecture  before  that  organization,  including  nearly  all  of  the 
leading  politicians  of  the  country. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2822  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudinot,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  something  about  dues  to  a  commercial  club. 

2823,  2824  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ridge  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Nothing  except  this,  which  I  will  read : 

I  also  thank  you  for  your  kindness  of  free  transportation,  which  I  will  accept 
in  due  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  the  committee  scrutinize  the 
Ridge  letters  closely,  because  there  is  a  question  about  Philadelphia 
politics  which  I  think  ought  to  be  cleared  up  in  relation  to  a  state- 
ment mdde  by  a  certain  leader  of  politics,  Mr.  Feeney,  at  the  present 
time.  Ridge  later  on  moved  to  New  Jersey  and  was  in  touch  with 
Mr.  Feeney,  and  you  will  find  in  the  Ridge  letters  where  Mr.  Feeney 
and  he  on  frequent  occasions  came  together  for  political  purposes. 
So  I  would  like  to  say  that  these  late  letters  from  Ridge  ought  to  be 
scrutinized,  because  I  want  to  use  them  in  Philadelphia  if  1  get  the 
opportunity. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  letter  have  you  now,  Senator  Reed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  went  back  to  get  the  Ridge  letter  of  June  27, 1909, 
which  is  2823,  2824. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  ought  to  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.     It  reads  as  follows : 

(2823,2824.) 

Sabnoff  Brothers, 

New  York,  June  27,  1909. 

Mr.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Friend  Mulhall:  Yours  rec'd  and  pleased  to  receive  such  a  prompt 
reply.  Accept  thanks  for  same.  There  is  no  doubt  about  our  Senators  having 
all  they  can  do  at  present  and  no  one  can  expect  to  get  any  attention  outside  of 
the  business  before  them  at  this  time.    However,  I  am  pleased  that  you  have 
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taken  such  Interest  in  my  matter  and  trust  I  may  be  able  to  repay  yon  for  the 
kindness  some  day.  I  would  like  very  much  to  have  a  few  minutes  with  the 
Senator  before  he  leaves  Washington  and  will  thank  you  in  advance  to  make  it 
convenient  for  me  to  do  so. 

I  also  thank  you  for  your  kindness  of  free  transportation,  which  I  will  accept 
In  due  time,  and  hope  to  have  a  reply  from  you  soon  again.  I  would  like  to 
have  a  long  talk  with  yon  over  Rhode  Island  affairs,  which  I  am  sure  would 
interest  you.  You  know  I  am  awake  to  all  that  is  doing  at  all  times.  Thanking 
you  again,  I  will  close  with  kindest  regards. 

From  yours,  truly,  Jambs  J.  Ridge, 

Answer  soon. 

What  was  this  free  transportation  here  referred  to? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  he  was  moving  to  Jersey  City  at  that  time, 
and  I  made  a  tender  to  help  him  out. 

Senator  Reed.  In  this  letter  reference  is  made  to  a  Senator,  as 
follows : 

I  would  like  very  much  to  have  a  few  minutes  with  the  Senator  before  he 
leaves  Washington. 

To  what  Senator  was  he  referring? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator  Aldrich. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2825  seems  to  be  an  envelope  addressed  to  you 
from  New  York.  I  suppose  that  is  the  envelope  in  which  the  letter 
came.    Then  in  the  print  there  appears  below  that  the  following: 

Samuel  Mundheim  &  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  recommended  by  F.  Berg  &  Go. 

No.  2826  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  about  the  lecturers;  getting  Mr.  Sherman 
and  Cardinal  Gibbons  and  Ambassador  Bryce.  There  is  nothing  of 
importance  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2827  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Kirby, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  portions  of  that :  • 

I  expect  to  leave  here  to-morrow  for  Rhode  Island  on  an  errand  for  Senator 
Aldrich,  and  while  East  I  will  go  on  an  errand  for  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  Rock- 
land, Me.,  to  see  Ambassador  Bryce,  as  he  is  very  anxious  to  secure  him  for  one 
of  the  lecture  courses  in  St.  Louis  next  winter.     . 

While  I  am  in  Providence  and  other  eastern  cities  I  will  see  a  number  of  the 
manufacturers  there  and  advise  them  of  this  situation. 

No.  2828  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter.  That  is  about  the 
St.  Louis  business. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  about  Cardinal  Gibbons,  again. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it : 

On  last  Thursday  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Sherman  along  with  Mr. 
Watson.  Watson  had  previously  told  me  that  Sherman  had  promised  him  faith- 
fully that  he  would  go  out  to  St.  Louis,  so  I  called  on  Mr.  Sherman  and  stated 
to  him  what  Mr.  Watson  said.  The  Vice  President  plainly  stated  that  he  is 
anxious  to  go  to  St  Louis. 

I  will  skip  No.  2829,  which  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter. 
Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  there  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  2830  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you, 
is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  reads  as  follows: 

Mr.  George  Simon,  member  association,  at  New  Willard  Hotel,  wishes  intro- 
duction W.  K.  Payne.    Please  attend  to  this. 

Is  No.  2831  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2832,  2833  a  letter  written  to  you  by  J.  J.  Robin- 
eon? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  refers  to  local  politics,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
bears  upon  this. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2834  is  another  circular  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave, 
dated  July  1, 1909,  entitled  "  The  work  which  is  ahead  of  us." 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  not  a  thing  of  importance  until  you  get 
to  No.  2841. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  consider  Nos.  2835, 2836, 2837,  and  all  others 
up  to  2841,  identified. 

Is  No.  2841  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  No.  2841 :) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2842  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter,  and 
contains  a  good  deal  of  matter  that  is  set  forth  in  the  letter  just  read, 
particularly  about  the  agreements  that  had  been  made. 

No.  2843  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  which  you  sent  to  Mr.  Miles,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  reads  as  follows : 

Just  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  lasting  several  hours.  We  are  both 
under  impression  that  it  will  be  unnecessary  for  you  to  come  here  or  any  of  the 
committee  to  help  tariff  commission  measure. 

No.  2844  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2845  is  a  telegram  that  Mr.  Schwedtman  sent 
you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  merely  conveying  congratulations. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2846  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Boudinot  % 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  there  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  It  shows  Mr.  Watson's  activities,  and  I  will  read  the 
following  portion : 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  yesterday,  and  he  stated  that  he  went 
to  the  hotel  early  Thursday  morning  and  was  told  by  the  folks  at  the  New 
Willard  Hotel  that  Mr.  Simon  had  paid  his  bill  and  left  the  hotel.  I  write  you 
this  letter  to  let  you  know  that  there  was  no  time  lost  and  that  your  message 
was  attended  to  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  but  your  man  did  not  wait 
long  enough  to  be  reached  by  anyone  who  could  introduce  him  to  Mr.  Payne,  as 
you  wished  to  have  done. 

I  have  been  anxious  to  get  away  from  here  for  some  time  to  go  to  Maine,  but 
as  the  tariff  commission  bill  will  be  out  of  the  Senate  this  week  Mr.  Watson  is 
anxious  that  I  shall  stay  here.  I  had  a  long  conference  with  Mr.  Watson  yes- 
terday and  have  an  engagement  with  him  this  morning;  and,  if  he  agrees  to 
it,  I  will  try  to  get  over  to  New  York  before  the  week  is  ended,  as  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man is  anxious  to  have  me  do  an  errand  for  him  in  Maine. 
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No.  2847  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  see  anything  of  importance  in  that 

Sentor  Reed.  No.  2848  is  a  letter  to  William  M.  Carson,  and  need 
not  be  identified. 

No.  2849  is  a  letter  to  Rev.  H.  C.  Meserve. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2850  is  a  letter  from  H.  <3.  Meserve  to  the  Col- 
onel. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  see  nothing  of  importance  in  that.  ^ 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2851  is  a  letter  from  John  Kirby,  jr.,  president, 
per  J.  C.  Ochiltree,  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  part  of  2851 : 

I  have  yours  of  the  6th  and  note  what  you  say  therein  with  reference  to  the 
situation  at  Washington  relative  to  the  personnel  of  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
and  the  Aldrich  amendment  providing  for  a  "  fooler "  commission,  which,  by 
the  way,  is  better  than  nothing.  I  have  felt  all  along  that  the  agreement  to 
which  you  refer  was  a  mistake,  but  It  was  done  in  good  faith,  and  had  I  been 
present  at  the  time  I,  no  doubt,  would  have  approved  of  it,  In  view  of  conditions 
existing  at  the  time.  If  the  measure  is  finally  adopted,  it  ought  to  constitute 
an  important  step  toward  a  real  live  permanent  commission  later  on.  Maybe 
It  will  and  maybe  it  will  prove  worse  than  nothing.  Time  will  tell.  Personally 
I  am  inclined  to  feel,  with  Mr.  Tompkins,  that  we  had  better  stood  for  the 
"whole  hog  or  none."  However,  It  is  too  late  now,  and  we  better  bend  our 
energies  toward  getting  what  we  can. 

Mr.  Miles  wired  me,  upon  advice  of  Mr.  Watson,  to  be  in  Washington  to-day, 
but  owing  to  matters  requiring  my  personal  attention  here  I  was  unable  to 
leave  at  present,  and  I  am  glad  now  that  I  did  not  go.  He  (Mr.  Miles)  advised 
me  that  he  would  leave  Racine  for  Washington  yesterday,  and  he  will  probably 
reach  there  to-day.    I  wrote  him,  care  of  the  Willard,  yesterday. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2852  is  another  Carson  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wUl  put  it  in  without  further  identification. 

No.  2854  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  part  of  this  letter,  as  follows : 

I  had  a  long  conference  with  Mr.  Watson  this  morning  in  relation  to  our 
tariff  measure  and  the  organization  of  the  committees  of  the  House,  and  he 
showed  me  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Miles  which  stated  that  he  (Miles)  would 
telegraph  to  Mr.  Emery  to  meet  Mr.  Watson  to-day  at  4  p.  m. 

I  will  be  greatly  pleased  if  you  could  send  us  any  information  concerning 
Mr.  Emery's  movements,  or  if  you  can  give  us  any  information  as  to  when 
Mr.  Bird  will  return.  I  was  given  to  understand  several  weeks  ago  that  there 
would  be  a  meeting  of  the  officers  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  De- 
fense in  New  York  on  or  about  the  12th  inst. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2855  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man,  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand  "  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  extract : 

I  have  a  list  of  160-odd  Members  of  the  House  who  are  in  favor  of  this 
measure,  and  I  will  commence  to  canvass  among  the  leaders  of  them  at  once 
and  report  daily  to  Mr.  Watson  what  those  gentlemen  say.  I  am  confident  that 
our  measure  will  go  through  the  conference  committee  with  flying  colors,  and  at 
my  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  this  morning  he  said  he  would  see  every  Member 
necessary  and  give  his  entire  time  to  our  part  of  the  bill  for  the  balance  of  the 
session.  Mr.  Watson  and  I  are  also  busily  engaged  on  the  committees,  and  I 
will  be  up  here  every  day  for  the  balance  of  the  session. 
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No.  2856  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2855.  i 

No.  2857  is  omitted  because  it  is  personal. 

The  Chairman.  It  need  not  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  It  need  not  be  read  nor  identified. 

Senator  Nelson.  Nor  No.  2860.  It  just  gives  the  names  of  the 
conferees  on  the  tariff,  which  we  all  know. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2860  is  a  telegram  from  you  to  Mr.  Kirby,  is 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  gives  the  names  of  the  members  of  the  conference 
committee  of  the  Senate. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  the  House,  too. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  House,  too;  yes. 

No.  2861  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  you  to  Mr.  John  Kirby, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  part  of  it : 

Yon  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  a  list  of  Members  of  the  House 
among  whom  I  have  canvassed  in  relation  to  this  bill,  and  this  list  is  com* 
pletely  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission.  I  gave  a  copy  of  this  list  to  Mr.  Miles 
to-day,  but  Mr.  Watson  has  had  a  copy  of  it  for  some  time.  Of  course,  Mr. 
Watson  is  pleased  that  Miles  came  here,  for  Miles  can  see  for  himself  what 
the  situation  is.  Mr.  Watson  told  him  in  my  presence  to-day  that  he  was 
perfectly  confident  that  the  bill  will  go  through,  etc. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  for  reading  any  more  of  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2862  a  letter  signed  by  Mr.  Mahool,  Mayor  of 
the  City  of  Baltimore,  and  addressed  to  you) 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2863-2866  is  an  account  that  you  rendered  this  as- 
sociation about  July  11,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  of  importance  in  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

The  Chairman.  He  need  not  identify  either  No.  2867  or  No.  2868. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  consequence  in  those. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  find  out  what  you  mean  in  reference  to  No. 
2867  and  No.  2868. 

Senator  Nelson.  Just  put  them  in. 

Senator  Reed.  They  may  be  considered  put  in. 

2869,  2870  is  a  copy  of  an  account  which  you  rendered  this  associa- 
tion, is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2871  is  also  a  copy  of  an  account? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2872  is  a  copy  of  an  account  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  they  are  all  together, 
there. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2873  will  go  in  without  identification.  It  is 
unimportant. 

2874,  2875  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2872. 

No.  2876  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2873. 

No.  2877  is  unimportant,  and  can  go  in  without  identification. 
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No.  2878  is  a  letter  addressed  to  you  by  George  W.  Gibson,  jr., 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  unimportant,  sir;  it 
is  only  about  a  promotion. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  wants  a  $1,600  place  in  the  Census  Office. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2879  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2678. 

No.  2880  is  a  letter  addressed  "  Dear  William."  The  signature  of 
this  letter,  or  at  least  the  bottom  of  the  letter,  is  torn  off. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  Farrell,  the  detective 
agency  in  New  York. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  addressed  to  you  as  u  Dear  William  "? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2881,  2882  is  addressed  to  "  My  Dear  Mr. ." 

What  is  that  letter?     It  is  on  the  tariff  commission  letterhead. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  circular  letter  sent  out  by  Mr.  Miles  to  try 
to  raise  money. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  seen  one  of  these  letter- 
heads, and  I  would  like  to  have  this  letterhead  printed,  because  it 
contains  the  list  of  officers  and  I  suppose  the  names  of  the  executive 
committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  know  that  was  a  convention  out  there. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  not  connected  with  this  Manufacturers' 
Association. 

Senator  Reed.  No;  except  that  the  convention  was  called  by  the 
Manufacturers'  Association,  and  they  created  this  committee  of 
100;  and  then  this  is  the  executive  committee  of  the  committee  of 
100.    Without  reading  it,  it  should  be  printed  in  the  record. 

(The  letterhead  of  2881,  2882  is  as  follows:) 

Executive  committee  of  the  general  committee  of  100  for  a  tariff  commission, 
representing  234  organizations,  appointed  by  national  convention  held  in 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  February  16,  17,  and  18,  1909. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
H.  E.  Miles,  Racine,  Wis.,  chairman. 
Henry  R.  Towne,  New  York  City,  treasurer. 
Alba  B.  Johnson,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
D.  M.  Parry,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
John  Kirby,  jr.,  Dayton,  Ohio. 
Charles  M.  Jarvis,  New  Britain,  Conn. 
D.  A.  Tompkins,  Charlotte,  N.  C. 
W.  A.  Harris,  Lawrence,  Kans. 
Curtis  Guild,  jr.,  Boston,  Mass. 
James  W.  Van  Cleave,  St,  Louis,  Mo.  (ex  officio). 
A.  L.  Goetzmann,  secretary. 
Henry  Harrison  Lewis,  executive  secretary. 
Washington  office,  610  Union  Trust  Building. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  2881,  2882,  the  letterhead  of  which  is  printed 
above,  as  follows:) 

(2881,  2882.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  Ik,  1009. 

My  Dear  Mb. :  I  never  solicited  funds  in  my  life.    I  believe,  however, 

it  is  my  duty  to  write  to  you  and  a  few  others  wiho  are  deeply  interested  in  the 
tariff  commission  proposition  and  at  least  state  the  situation  as  it  is  to-day. 
We  have  most  intimate  ways  of  finding  out. 

The  conference  committee  is  so  at  loggerheads  and  embittered  that  there  is  a 
feeling  in  high  quarters  that  they  may  never  agree,  though  I  believe  they  wilL 
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The  Senate,  as  you  know,  passed  a  provision  authorizing  the  President  to 
employ  any  men  he  wishes  and  at  any  salary  to  secure*  information  for  the 
use  of  himself  and  the  Congress  "to  make  thorough  investigations  and  examina- 
tions into  the  production,  commerce,  and  trade  of  the  United  States  and  foreign 
countries  and  all  conditions  affecting  the  same."  This  is  a  very  broad  provision. 
It  is  clearly  understood  that  the  President  intends  to  use  it  In  the  establish- 
ment of  "  a  model  tariff  commission." 

The  Senate  is  altogether  favorable  to  this  proposition.  Senator  Aldrlch  in- 
sists that  it  must  go  through.  President  Taft  deems  it  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant features  of  the  entire  bill  and  exceedingly  wants  it 

Our  trouble  is  in  the  House.  The  House  conferees  are  four  to  two  against  it 
Dalzell,  knowing  what  such  a  proviso  would  do  to  the  kind  of  a  tariff  he  stands 
for,  will  never  yield.  Fordney  and  Boutelle  are  exceedingly  against  it  to-day 
and  likely  to  continue  so.  Payne  is  against  it  decidedly,  but  says  that  if  the 
Senate's  maximum  and  minimum  proviso  carries  that  he  will  grant  a  com- 
mission proposition  also,  as  necessary,  but  he  insists  upon  the  Payne  maximum 
and  minimum,  which  is  very  arbitrary  and  greatly  objected  to  by  those  who 
are  Interested  in  foreign  trade  like  yourself.  Under  this  arbitrary  provision, 
which  leaves  nothing  to  Executive  or  other  discretion,  Payne  is  half  right  in 
insisting  that  there  shall  be  no  commission. 

We  sent  out  a  thousand  letters  yesterday,  and  we  must  bring  people  here  to 
work  upon  Congressmen  in  the  next  10  days.  We  need  funds.  I  offer  to  be 
one  of  10  or  20  to  give  $100  each,  and  will  be  very  happy  if  you  felt  It  a 
good  business  and  patriotic  investment  to  send  us  this  amount,  but  I  ask  you 
to  act  wholly  upon  your  own  judgment  and  not  to  do  it  in  any  sense  because  I 
requested  it.  If  you  knew  how  earnest  the  President  is  and  other  splendid 
people  here,  I  am  sure  you  would  be  glad  to  help. 

Very  truly,  yours,  . 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2883  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  anything  of  importance 
in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No  ;  I  think  not.    I  simply  wanted  to  identify  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  this  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  we  read. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2885  is  marked  "Duplicate  of  No.  2883,"  but  it 
is  not  a  duplicate.  It  is  addressed  "My  Dear  Ferdinand,"  and 
should  go  in  as  part  of  the  record.  The  memorandum  should  come 
out.    I  will  see  if  there  is  anything  in  it. 

The  Chairman.  No.  2886  appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  2881,  2882, 
and  should  be  stricken  out ;  but  No.  2885  should  be  printed. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2887  is  another  letter  addressed  "  Dear  Wil- 
liam."   I  think  that  is  a  duplicate. 

Senator  Nelson.  No.  2886  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2881. 

The   Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2887  is  a  letter  vou  received  from  Farrell? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2888  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Berg? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2889  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2894. 

No.  2890  is  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Gibson,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  2891-2893  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  2894r-2895  is  addressed  "To  Washington  Corre- 
spondents/' and  reads: 

The  following  statement  is  given  out  by  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles  for  release  In  to- 
morrow morning's  papers  (July  1G). 

HENBY  HABKI80N  LEWIS. 

Is  that  a  copy  of  an  interview  by  Mr.  Miles  that  was  to  be  given 
out  to  the  papers! 

Mr,  Mulhall.  It  was  a  copy  prepared  by  Mr.  Miles — by  the  editor 
of  American  Industries — and  to  be  given  out  to  the  press  on  July  15, 
on  the  tariff  commission  business. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  need  not  read  that. 

Senator  Seed.  I  think  not. 

2S99-2902  are  duplicates  of  2894-2897. 

2S9S  and  290&-2905  are  duplicates  of  2894-2897. 

No.  3906  is  what  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  a  report  about  labor  conditions  in  New 
Jerwy.    There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  it. 

Mr.  Mflhaix  (after  examination).  The  report  of  a  detective  em- 
ployed on  the  Danbury  strike,  from  the  Farrefi  Agency. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2907  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Mahool  ? 

Mr.  Mvlhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  290$  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote 
the  president  of  the  Manufacturers*  Association. 

Mr.  Mvlhall  (after  examining  letter \.  Yes:  that  is  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Kirby. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  that  No.  2907  should  go  out  of  the  record. 
It  divs  not  belong  in  this  ca>e  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Yes:  that  should  be  stricken  from  the  record. 

Senator  Rusk  Yes:  it  is  unimportant,  and  should  go  out. 

1  will  read  this  part  of  No.  290$: 

Mt  I*ea£  Mx.  Kiwt  :  Y-o-r*  of  Jur.*  :4  has  jtrs:  beec  ivof!Te\L  This  naming 
1  <■*»*  otyt  to  WasiuT-rroE  «>■  h?.-l  a  Vsy:  aa^l  y>*«<rA£  ::::«"«- s*w  w!th  Mr. 
ITa'^-c  f.DrJ  ;cber$v  -*r-:  w*:*vy.  r.\;.i-^  ;.>  sw  :ire  tv»**v»7.  for  Li*  sending  out 
a  «^  :.-  isir*  :b^  ^r;f  .:».:-„=;.;::*>»  -:i  .  v.r  i«».v:.*.::on  v:v*  :  ■  Wislisgroo.    He 

te^jjjg b*cv  tpta?  S**r.j:*r«  R^vtMs*.  Is  !V.V::e.  an!  ;:b*r  S*ci£:^r<  wboare 
*3*\v*r-.Tjr  s  nr.?  ,r-n.- i^>  r.  ?r.*.  f.r  :ik*:  twsoc  ije  r>o<  :V:  :t  wt"!  be 
j&*$o. rrr*vT  Tf*;v<sirT  :;  3;  *  f-w  dsysf  svvvi  wvr*  ber*  a*  avhs  a*  we  >>«5My 
«.t  ::  :t7  tro  •■?!<*<:  :i«*  .rrrrv*s?i;c  :iy.:  r^w..1^,  I  a  Fv-'.Vw.  Cc=i3&in&»  and 
vcSw-rs  jtv  fi:itt-r.rj:  :•::  ^tr  *  ^r:T.v.s£:c  M". 

3:  -vois  :;  n*f  v-t.-  r.*.r.:r.  Mie-  ar.-xhcr  cow  of  a  ~et**r  w-e  read  a 

I5  N  \  £•.;•. *t.:  1  .v:t  ^:  *  >::*r  w::  wrvc<  ;o  Mr.  Et-xtt! 

- .  .  . 

>tr.  Mvli-.a-il     iriir  e.\xv./.r.a:Ii>r.  %  Yes* 

-i*  >i.<.i\A\.  I:  ;>  rvr^A:r,:r-.s:  :o  a  :r-*::*:  alrea.iv  >coi«  of. 
~»         T      ......    *  ,.  -     • 

I  •*£"  \***r  T  c*£  :a  7*x*cut  a^I  ,iw  .^yc  i*cv  tv  Wj^.^jfTflx.  i"al  wc  *«r 

»c  ■•;:-  -j-.r  •an::.^>i»  .1.  *  ;  a:wc  r.fc  t/»^c  Vr  M.'^w.  Mr.  CiWK.  *a4  Hl*» 
JfcT"-  i«*— ~  T-r*f*L  *■"*  1  "Ai:  s  i:.\  •■..■*  .-■  1.1  sv  .>."«*?  :^  ...»•<•  .MJi«?  JifT1*  r:  zmte  1 
1cl>»i.iil;  **f-.r*  re  a.?  -srf  .mjcx;  ^fu.fr  >•  *.  *  ^u^y  1^*  >ii'I  rw1.-  JiNHir>igt 
T.vti  at  "^"i"^a  :l  >••:«.  i.-ii  .•  r>*i  K'.msv  O/ifT'.  »x  .m  r,^.V«:,a,^f  mi  LiSfr. 
tan  :*?  ismir*-*;  ne  -.J..-*  u*.^!  i&  .>.»  -  .1*  i^-^xXtr  •%■  a^:.^  n*l  "«J"  ja  *Jta« 
Mniii.'i^s  riH  ^-»i ■  *fai«f«:    via .   *v  ^.i^v  rw»v«i«"Ai  :v   ?^  r4a.-.>^  :i«^rtL.  *^  I 
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No.  2910  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Gibson -to  you.  I  think  it 
is  unimportant. 

No.  2911  is  a  letter  from  the  secretary  of  the  Machinery  Club  of 
the  city  of  New  York  to  you.  . 

No.  2912  is  the  envelope  in  which  the  letter  just  referred  to  was 
inclosed. 

No.  2913  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby,  president  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  to  you.    1  read  this  sentence: 

I  have  noted  carefully  all  that  you  say  with  reference  to  the  tariff  commission 
situation,  and  am  waiting  with  "  abated  breath  "  the  outcome. 

2914,  1915  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  headed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  2915,  2916  is  marked  "  Personal  and  confidential." 
That  is  signed  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  MtjltHall.  That  is  signed  by  H.  E.  Miles. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  out  by  Mr.  Miles  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  That  is  one  of  Mr.  Miles'  circular  let- 
ters on  the  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  2915,  29165  as  follows : 

(2915,  2916.) 

[Executive  Committee  of  the  General  Committee  of  100  for  a  Tariff  Commission,  repre- 
senting 234  organizations,  appointed  by  national  convention  held  at  Indianapolis, 
Indiana,  February  16,  17,  and  18,  1909.] 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  21,  1909. 

(Personal  and  confidential.) 

Gentlemen:  You  will  be  interested1  in  the  situation  as  it  is  to-day.  The 
President  is  said  to  be  absolutely  bent  upon  his  program  and  wonderfully  un- 
yielding. I  am  sure  he  considers  the  tariff  commission  proviso  in  the  Senate 
bill  one  of  the  most  vital  features  of  the  present  revision. 

And  the  entire  opposition,  so  far  as  it  resists  him,  is  in  Speaker  Cannon  as  the 
one  opposing  unit,  and  behind  him  a  majority  of  the  House  conferees. 

I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  if  Speaker  Cannon  could  name  the  personnel 
of  the  proposed  commission  he  would  grant  it  instantly,  and  he  would  un- 
doubtedly name  the  sort  of  men  he  packed  the  conference  committee  with.  We 
don't  want  to  antagonize  him,  and  certainly  have  no  intention  of  so  doing,  but 
the  glaring  fact  to-day  is  that  if  we  don't  get  this  commission  it  will  be  be- 
cause of  Speaker  Cannon  and  the  influences  he  personally  stands  for.  You 
should  all  know  this;  the  President  will  be  as  disappointed  as  we;  I  am  sure 
he  sees  a  dreadful  party  defeat  and  a  new  revision  within  two  or  three  years 
unless  his  policy  now  obtains,  including  the  commission,  but  of  course  he  has 
not  said  this  to  me. 

I  ;im  wiring  organizations  to  telegraph  Taft,  Aldrich,  and  Cannon,  insisting 
upon  this  Senate  proviso.  I  wish  the  local  press  everywhere  might  know  the 
plain  truth,  that  Speaker  Cannon  and  the  House  conferees  at  this  moment,  and 
possibly  continuously,  stand  and  will  stand  between  the  people  and  a  tariff 
based  upon  truth  and  fact  and  a  commission  that  will  find  the  truth  and  the 
fact.  This  should  be  given  the  press;  but  it  should  not  be  given  as  from  us, 
for  there  is  no  need  of  our  organization  being  connected  with  any  public  state- 
ment   Each  one  of  you  can  use  his  own  way  in  securing  this  publicity. 

The  whole  matter  will  be  decided  possibly  within  a  couple  of  days,  possibly 
three  or  four  days,  so  that  telegrams  rather  than  letters  should  be  used. 

It  is  rumored  that  the  President  is  so  determined  upon  saving  the  country 
and  the  party  and  in  giving  fair  revision  that  the  special  Cabinet  meeting  to- 
day, hurriedly  summoned,  is  to  consider  whether  he  shall  carry  his  program 
into  finished  materials,  particularly  shoes,  some  steel  rates,  and  other  things 
affected  by  the  few  raw  materials  which  he  Insists  upon  putting  upon  the  free 
list    I  think  this  indicates  his  determination  "  to  do  things.*' 
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• 

As  a  side  light,  It  occurs  to  some  that  the  President's  reductions  will  not  be 
of  very  much  money  effect;  that  they  show  him  still  as  a  high  protectionist 
and,  more  particularly,  satisfying  public  sentiment. 

I  don't  want  to  trouble  you  with  many  or  unimportant  letters,  but  am  sure 
you  will  be  interested  to  hear  often  rather  than  be  out  of  touch.  If  five 
thousand  telegrams  could  come  quickly  to  Taft,  Aldrich,  and  Cannon,  you  may 
be  sure  that  it  would  give  the  administration  very  helpful  support.  The  good 
Lord  moves  slowly,  but  this  is  certainly  above  everything  else — this  country  is 
on  the  way,  more  rapidly  than  most  of  us  realize,  to  a  just  and  helpful  tariff. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

H.  B.  Miles, 
Chairman  Executive  Committee. 

Senator  Keed.  No.  2917  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Berg,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Nelson.  That  is  of  no  consequence. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  2919,  2920  is  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 
The  Chairman.  I  read  this  paragraph : 

I  returned  to  this  city  yesterday  morning  and  I  have  had  several  interviews 
with  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Watson  and  numerous  Members  of  Congress.  At  the 
request  of  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Miles  I  called  upon  Mr.  Fordney,  one  of  the 
conferees  of  the  House,  this  8  a.  m.,  and  had  a  very  pleasing  Interview  with 
him.  Mr.  Fordney  assured  me  that,  although  a  conferee  and  against  the  tariff 
commission,  he  knew  that  the  Aldrich  clause  in  relation  to  the  tariff  commission 
would  remain  in  the  bill  and  would  become  a  law.  This  is  information  that  Mr. 
Miles  and  Mr.  Watson  were  very  anxious  to  get  from  Mr.  Fordney,  and  it  con- 
vinces me,  as  I  have  been  stating  all  along,  that  the  Aldrich  provision  for  a 
tariff  commission  will  pass  the  conferees  and  become  a  law  when  the  bill  is 
signed. 

I  had  several  interviews  with  Mr.  Watson  yesterday  and  at  the  close  he 
assured  me  that  he  was  fully  convinced  that  the  tariff  commission  clause  would 
be  passed  in  this  bill. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2921  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2915. 

2922,  2923  are  duplicates  of  2915,  2916. 

No.  2924  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2915. 

No.  2925  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2915. 

No.  2926  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  of  no  consequence. 

Senator  Reed.  No ;  except  this  one  part : 

I  was  informed  by  Mr.  Boudinot  on  last  Tuesday  week  that  he  expected 
you  back  in  New  York  some  time  this  week.  This  I  assure  you  was  good  news 
to  me,"  as  I  have  been  extremely  anxious  to  see  you  return,  for  there  are  many 
things  that  I  would  like  to  talk  to  you  about,  particularly  the  Danbury 
situation  and  the  situation  that  is  talking  place  in  my  home  State  (Maryland), 
in  Jersey,  and  other  States  near  by. 

No.  2927  is  an  envelope. 

No.  2928  appears  to  be  another  letter  addressed  "  Dear  William." 
Is  that  a  letter  from  Mr.  Farrell  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  These  letters  appear  to  be  unimportant. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  These  letters  were  put  in  by  mistake.  There  is 
nothing  to  them.  There  were  a  lot  of  files  that  we  did  not  have  time 
to  look  over,  and  they  were  sent  to  the  World.  That  is  all  there 
is  to  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  an  illustration  of  how  the  World,  the  flesh, 
and  the  devil  get  mixed  up,  is  it? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2929  is  another  letter  to  Mr.  Bird  from  you, 
is  it? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  it : 

I  just  had  a  long  Interview  with  Mr.  Watson,  and  he  stated  that  the  tariff 
commission  bill  has  been  passed  and  accepted  by  the  conferees.  The  great 
credit  of  this  work  is  entirely  due  to  Mr.  Watson,  and  he  has  used  to  me 
the  strongest  language  against  the  "damned  foolish  work"  of  Miles,  as  he 
expressed  it,  and  he  says  that  Miles  has  got  but  one  thing  that  he  is  trying 
to  accomplish,  and  that  is  to  get  on  this  tariff  commission  that  is  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President.  I  want  to  go  over  this  matter  fully  with  you  as 
soon  as  I  possibly  can. 

2930,  2931  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter— a  letter  from  you 
to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  about  the  hatters  in  Danbury. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  postscript: 

P.  S. — At  a  long  interview  I  just  had  with  Mr.  Watson  he  has  informed  me 
that  the  tariff  commission  measure  has  gone  through  as  drawn  by  Aldrich  and 
himself  and  submitted  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  with  the  exception  of  the  words  "  and 
to  gather  information  for  Congress."  I  shall  cover  this  whole  matter  on 
Monday  with  you. 

No.  2932  is  a  receipt  for  $25  that  I  will  not  stop  to  identify. 

No.  2933  is  a  card  of  membership  in  the  Machinery  Club  of  the 
city  of  New  York. 

No.  2934  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  that  cuts  any  figure  in  this  case. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2935,  2936  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to 
you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  something  here  about  friction.    He  says : 

I  rery  much  regret  to  see  the  advice  contained  in  your  letters  to  Mr.  Emery 
and  to  me,  but  possibly  things  look  a  little  darker  to  you  than  they  really  are. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  there  is  much  in  that. 
Senator  Reed.  Very  well.    Is  No.  2937  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote 
to  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Mr.  Bird  was  anxious  to  have  me  go  out  to  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  talk  over  the 
entire  situation  here  with  you,  but  I  suggested  to  Mr.  Bird  that  Mr.  Watson 
would  be  better  able  to  do  that  than  I  would  be,  and  Mr.  Watson  has  agreed  to 
meet  you  in  Dayton  on  Tuesday  morning. 

No.  2938  is  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Bird,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Aldrich  amendment  for  tariff  commission  has  passed  conferees.  Mr.  Miles 
has  already  started  to  seek  appointment  on  commission. 

2940-2941  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  last  paragraph : 

I  have  had  many  interviews  with  Mr.  Watson  and  other  leaders  in  relation  to 
fixing  the  committees  In  our  favor,  and  I  was  positive  that  we  had  things  fixed 
right  with  the  Speaker  and  other  leaders  to  get  the  committees  the  way  we 
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wished  them,  but  for  the  past  10  days  I  have  been  afraid  to  go  near  either  Mr. 
Sherman,  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Fassett,  or  any  of  the  rest  on  account  of  what  has 
been  told  me  by  leading  Members  of  Congress.  Watson  says  that  Miles  doesn't 
care  a  damn  if  he  ruins  all  our  chances  for  getting  the  committees  fixed  right, 
and  this  seems  actually  to  be  the  case. 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  two  copies  of  the  circulars  that  I  men- 
tion in  this  letter  to  you,  so  you  can  judge  for  yourself  how  Cannon  and  his 
friends  must  feel  toward  Miles  and  his  friends  after  you  read  these  circulars. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2945  is  a  letter  received  by  you  from  Schwedt- 
man,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  have  not  got  to  that  yet.  You  have  passed 
over  2944. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2942,  2943  is  a  duplicate  of  2940,  2941. 

No.  2944  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  might  as  well  put  it  in  the  record  and  let 
it  go. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  a  part  of  it  which  says : 

Some  time  ago  the  Republican  boss  of  Maryland,  William  F.  Stone,  sent  for 
me  and  offered  to  place  any  man  that  we  might  mention  to  head  the  city 
ticket,  if  we  would  let  Pearre  alone.  Of  course,  I  was  anxious  to  get  some 
friend  to  head  the  city  ticket,  so  I  played  politics  with  the  boss  and  finally 
got  them  to  accept  Mr.  William  M.  Carson.  Carson  in  the  past  has  worked 
for  our  associatiou  in  Maryland,  canvassing  for  members.  I  know  you  will 
remember  his  name  when  you  see  it  in  this  letter.  Carson  has  got  the 
nomination  for  clerk  of  the  circuit  court  upon  the  Republican  ticket  In 
Baltimore  and  will  head  the  ticket  in  the  city  this  fall.  We  have  very  good 
chance  of  electing  him  and  we  will  greatly  strengthen  our  organization  in 
Baltimore  and  help  us  to  keep  Pearre  out  of  the  race  next  fall  for  Congress 
if  he  attempts  to  get  back  to  the  House  again. 

I  feel  very  proud  over  this  piece  of  work,  and  I  know  if  you  could  realize 
how  much  it  means  to  us  and  how  it  will  help  to  solidify  the  Maryland  delega- 
tion in  our  behalf,  you  would  appreciate  it  as  I  do  in  believing  it  will  bring 
great  strength  to  us  in  the  future. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  important  paragraph  is  the  first  one: 

My  Dear  Ferdinand:  After  writing  all  this  bad  news,  I  think  it  is  now 
time  to  write  something  to  you  that  will  cheer  your  old  heart.  There  has  been 
for  the  past  six  months  a  very  active  fight  in  Maryland,  and  I  am  greatly 
pleased  to  say  that  the  Maryland  situation  is  extremely  friendly  to  our  side 
of  the  house.  For  the  past  three  years  George  A.  Pearre,  of  Pearre  bill  fame, 
has  been  attempting  to  get  on  the  supreme  bench  of  Maryland,  and  has  worked 
very  hard  to  accomplish  this.  I  have  been  writing  to  you  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
upon  this  subject  frequently,  and  since  Mr.  Kirby  has  been  elected  president  I 
have  frequently  mentioned  the  fact  to  him  that  we  ought  to  do  our  best  to 
keep  Pearre  off  the  bench,  for  he  would  be  more  dangerous  there  than  he  would 
be  in  Congress.  Mr.  Kirby  fully  agreed  with  me  upon  this  and  advised  me  to  do 
all  I  could  to  stop  Pearre  from  getting  the  nomination  as  judge. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  also  this  paragraph : 

I  am  very  proud  to  report  that  we  have  beaten  Pearre  for  the  job  in  Mary- 
land, and  the  Baltimore  Sun  of  July  25th  has  come  out  in  big  headlines 
stating  that  Pearre  is  out  of  it  and  will  not  make  a  contest  for  the  judgeship 
mentioned.  I  will  send  you  a  copy  of  the  paper  when  I  return  from  Dayton. 
I  have  been  called  into  conference  with  the  leaders  in  Maryland  on  several 
occasions  on  this  subject,  and  I  have  continually  quoted  to  them  that  the 
great  loss  of  votes  in  Pearre's  district  last  fall  was  over  4,500,  and  I  plainly 
showed  that  if  they  put  Pearre  on  the  ticket  that  the  same  conditions  would 
prevail  in  his  district  again  and  would  spread  throughout  the  State  and  injure 
the  Republican  ticket  if  Pearre  was  upon  it.  I  have  sent  dozens  of  people  to 
the  leaders  of  the  Republican  organization  in  that  State  and  I  have  kept  up 
the  fight  against  Pearre  in  every  way  I  possibly  could. 
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The  Chairman.  The  next  letter,  No.  2945,  is  about  getting  speak- 
ers, Uncle  Joe  and  Senator  Dolliver  and  Commissioner  Neill. 

Senator  Nelson.  Senator  Borah,  Commissioner  Neill,  Ambassador 
Bryce,  and  Cardinal  Gibbons. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  document  here  is  not  numbered.  It  is 
dated  July  27,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  In  the  previous  letter,  No.  2945,  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man  calls  attention  to  this  inclosed  correspondence,  a  letter  to  Vice 
President  Sherman,  and  a  letter  from  Sherman  in  reply. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  several  documents  here 
which  are  not  numbered. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  want  them  in?  There  is  nothing  there 
of  consequence  except  an  invitation. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  first  one,  dated  July  27,  1909,  might  as 
well  go  out.    That  is  the  one  addressed  to  Mr.  Sherman. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  next  one  might  as  well  go  out.  That  relates 
to  the  same  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  That  might  as  well  go  out.  That  is  signed  by 
Sherman  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  there  is  the  letter  of  July  23,  1909,  addressed 
to  Mr.  Sherman.  That  ought  to  be  marked  and  left  in.  It  gives  the 
history  of  this  thing. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  part  of  it  is  important : 

The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis  was  formed  six  years  ago 
for  the  specific  purpose  of  bringing  about  a  better  understanding  of  funda- 
mental principles  relating  to  industrial  subjects.  The  growth  and  influence  of 
our  association  has  been  enormous.  At  the  present  time  we  can  find  among  our 
8,000  members  almost  every  business  and  professional  man  of  note  residing  in 
St.  Louis.  There  is  more  harmony  and  less  misunderstanding  between  em- 
ployers and  employees  in  St.  Louis  than  in  any  other  city.  The  list  of  officers- 
of  our  association  which  is  attached  hereto  will  serve  as  an  indication  of  the 
association's  standing  in  the  community,  and  the  handbook  which  is  sent  under 
separate  cover  contains  hundreds  of  indorsements  of  our  work  and  principles 
by  public  men  of  note.  Knowing  how  busy  you  are  may  I  quote  a  few  of  these 
indorsements? 

Among  the  orators  before  them  I  observe  was  Congressman  James 
E.  Watson,  on  "  Demagogism  and  demagogues." 

Senator  Reed.  Let  us  mark  that  letter  No.  2945a. 

Senator  Walsh.  Also  among  the  list  of  orators  is  Congressman 
Charles  E.  Littlefield,  on  "  Class  legislation,"  and  James  A.  Emery, 
on  "  Labor  legislation." 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  at  the  top  of  galley  43BBA  a  letter  signed 
by  William  E.  Borah,  which  might  as  well  go  out.  It  is  not  num- 
bered, and  it  is  simply  a  statement  that  he  has  received  an  invitation 
and  will  keep  it  on  file. 

No.  2946  is  a  duplicate  of  2940-2941. 

No.  2947  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter.  There  is  nothing 
important  in  that  that  I  can  see. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  a  Carson  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2948  is  a  Carson  letter,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  2949-2950  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to 

you? 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2951  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  says  that  Schwedtman  wants  to  get  into  confer- 
ence with  him. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2952  is  merely  a  bill,  which  I  will  not  stop  to 
identify. 

No.  2953  is  a  letter  from  Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  salary. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  this  one  sentence  which  I  will  read : 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Bird,  I  write  to  ask  if  you  will  send  me,  as  quickly  as 
possible,  a  memorandum  showing  how  your  salary  and  expenses  should  be 
divided  ag  between  your  regular  legislative  work  and  the  work  you  have  done 
for  the  tariff  committee  of  100.  This  would  comprise  the  time  between  March 
1,  1909,  and  July  31,  1909. 

2954-2957  is  a  copy  of  another  account  which  you  rendered  the 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  it  that  anybody  catches  with 
his  eye? 

No.  2958  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  in  relation  to  Coudrey. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

Our  friend  Harry  Coudrey  is  very  desirous  to  get  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 
Committee.  Wire  the  Speaker  that  it  Is  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  request;  that  our 
people  would  like  to  have  him  there.    Make  your  message  confidential. 

M.  M.  Mulhall. 
(Charge  J.  A.  Emery.) 

No.  2959  is  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Watson,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (arter  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  another  in  the  interest  of  Coudrey. 

No.  2960  is  a  letter  from  Watson,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  dated  at  Washington,  D.  C,  August  2,  1909, 
and  is  written  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means,  House  of  Representatives.     It  says : 

My  Dear  Col.  :  Unless  you  think  it  highly  important  for  me  to  go  East  now, 
I  shall  delay  coming  for  just  one  month.  If  that  matter  can  be  hung  up  until 
the  first  of  Sept.,  I  can  get  rid  of  all  my  engagements  here  and  be  in  a  position 
to  look  after  that  proposition  without  interruption.    Please  let  me  know. 

With  my  warm  personal  regards,  I  am, 

Sincerely,  yours,  James  E.  Watson. 

What  is  "  that  matter  "  which  is  referred  to  in  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  matter  was,  there  was  a  split  between  the 
Danbury  manufacturers.  Some  wanted  the  open  shop  and  some 
wanted  the  closed  shop.  The  organization  was  about  equally  divided. 
The  ones  that  wanted  the  open  shop  broke  the  contract  with  those 
that  wanted  the  closed  shop.  I  mean  that  the  other  way,  that  those 
that  wanted  the  closed  shop  broke  the  contract  with  those  that  wanted 
the  open  shop — and  they  wanted  Mr.  Watson  as  their  attorney  to 
settle  that  matter. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  had  better  not  go  into  that.  The  Danbury 
hatters'  strike  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  investigation. 
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Senator  Reed.  No  ;  but  I  think  it  is  important  to  show  that  these 
gentlemen  employed  Watson,  and  that  he  gravitated  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  into  their  attorneyship. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  simply  a  law  matter,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2961  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Robinson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  nothing  of  consequence  in  that,  I  think. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  there  is  nothing  to  be  read  in  the  next  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  2962,  2963  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand "  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that 

Senator  Reed.  2964,  2965  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  anything  of  consequence  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this : 

I  was  told  by  our  friend  Watson  last  year,  and  he  made  a  pledge  before  his 
family,  that  if  I  would  accept  the  appointment  as  consul  to  Rome  he  would 
secure  the  place  for  me.  I  laughed  at  Mr.  Watson  at  the  time  for  his  pledge 
and  told  him  that  I  was  seeking  no  office.  Later,  here  at  Washington,  it  was 
suggested  to  me  by  Watson,  Sherman,  and  others  that  I  could  have  a  leading 
appointment  in  Porto  Rico,  and  this  I  declined  with  thanks. 

2966,  2967  is  a  letter  from  you  to  James  E.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that 

Senator  Nelson.  Nor  is  there  anything  important  in  the  next 
letter,  that  I  can  see. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2966,  2967  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to 
Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  2968,  2969  is  a  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that.  Ferdinand 
is  getting  weak. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2970  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Boudinot, 
is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  relates  to  dues  in  the  Machinery  Club. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2971  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  seems  to  be  about  compensation,  etc. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  where  he  wants  him  to  divide  his  compen- 
sation between  one  class  of  work  and  another. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  about  the  distribution  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  about  half  and  half  is  the  way  it  should 
be  divided. 

No.  2972  is  a  letter  from  Robinson  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2973  is  a  letter  from  Watson  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Col.  :  Tour  message  was  sent  to  Anderson,  as  was  the  one  sent 
the  other  day,  and  communicated  to  me  over  the  phone.  There  is  no  Postal 
telegraph  office  In  my  town  and  the  only  way  you  can  reach  me  direct  1*  Vs 
the  Western  Union. 
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■ 

Before  I  left  Washington  I  did  what  I  could  with  Uncle  Joe  to  get  him  to 
name  Davy  Coudery  on  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors.  I  do  not  think 
he  will  do  it,  if  he  does  not  it  will  not  be  any  fault  of  mine,  as  I  most  earnestly 
recommended  him.  I  did  this  on  your  account,  because  you  wanted  it  done,  and 
I  told  the  Speaker  you  were  interested  in  Coudery.  I  therefore  tried  to 
Impress  on  him  that  Coudery  should  succeed  Ellis  on  that  committee. 

I  suggest  that  you  get  Coudery  to  get  Bartholdt  to  go  with  him  personally  to 
the  Speaker  and  ask  for  this  appointment    That  will  help. 

I  will  write  to  the  Speaker  at  once,  etc. 

No.  2974  is  another  letter  from  James  E.  Watson,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that. 
Senator  Walsh.  There  is  one  little  paragraph  I  will  read : 

I  do  not  think  that  either  Mr.  Miller  or  Mr.  Towne  will  be  willing  to  pay  me 
anything  for  what  I  did  in  Washington.  •  We  did  not  succeed  in  the  thing  that 
was  closest  their  heart,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  they  are  so  cranky  with  respect 
to  it  that  they  will  not  concede  me  even  a  little  credit  for  having  had  anything 
at  all  to  do  with  it 

It  is  quite  true  that  this  whole  thing  was  in  fine  shape  until  Taft  made  his 
free-trade  speech,  which  rubbed  the  hair  of  the  old-time  protectionists  the 
wrong  way,  but  Mr.  Miles  expected  me  to  control  the  Speaker  and  all 
the  old-time  fellows  regardless  of  these  conditions,  and  of  course  I  could  not 
make  good. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  about  the  $10,000,  Senator. 
Senator  Walsh.  Then  it  says : 

Of  course,  a  fee  would  be  wonderfully  beneficial  just  at  this  particular  time, 
and  very  thankfully  received,  but  I  see  no  chances  in  that  direction. 

Should  not  that  be  Mr.  "  Miles  "  instead  of  Mr.  "  Miller  "? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  "  Miles." 

Senator  Walsh.  And  it  should  be  Mr.  "Tompkins"  instead  of 
Mr.  "Towne"? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  paragraph : 

Your  letter  made  me  feel  good  because  of  what  you  said  respecting  the  hatter 
people.  It  now  looks  as  though  you  had  succeeded  in  getting  them  in  my 
wagon,  or  getting  me  in  their  wagon,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  in  any  event 
neither  you  nor  them  shall  be  disappointed  by  the  service  rendered  or  the 
result  reached. 

What  did  that  refer  to? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  this  Bird  job,  for  the  swinging  of  the  one  branch 
of  the  manufacturing  hatters,  for  breaking  up  the  contract. 

The  Chairman.  No.  2975  and  No.  2976  need  not  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2976  is  a  Schwedtman  letter  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2977  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  nothing  important  in  it. 

No.  2980  is  another  letter  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  seems  to  be  about  school  and  college  work. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  letter  by  George  Curtis  Peck  to  Schwedt- 
man.   There  is  nothing  important  in  it. 

I  think  that  No.  2981  is  also  unimportant. 

No.  2982  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  unimportant 

No.  2983  is  unimportant. 
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No.  2984  is  addressed  to  James  E.  Watson,  and  is  signed  "  H.  E. 
Miles,"  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  are  a  few  things  in  there  that  are  inter- 
esting.    ( Reading : ) 

My  Deab  Mr.  Watson:  I  thank  you  very  much  for  your  letters  of  August 
3rd  and  4th.  As  the  latter  is  in  answer  to  a  request  from  me  for  a  sort  of 
semiofficial  report  to  the  members  of  the  executive  committee,  I  shall  under- 
stand I  may  lay  it  before  the  committee  at  its  next  meeting,  or  quote  it  to 
such  members  of  the  committee  as  Messrs.  Towne,  Kirby,  Van  Cleave,  and 
Cobb,  whom  you  have  met  and  to  whom  you  would  speak  with  equal  frank- 
ness. Likewise  as  to  letter  of  August  3rd,  which  is  directly  in  line  with  the 
one  of  the  4th. 

,  If  for  any  reason  you  object  to  my  giving  the  committee  this  advice  as  your 
final  word  in  the  matter  please  write  me  within  a  few  days,  as  I  shall  make  no 
communication  to  them  for  some  days  on  that  subject.  I  believe  your  statement 
is  right,  broad,  and  helpful,  and  will  -be  so  accepted  by  each  member  of  the 
committee  and  only  add  to  their  appreciation  of  your  judgment  and  yourself. 

As  I  am  writing  you  I  will  say  a  word  with  the  utmost  good  fellowship  con- 
cerning a  couple  of  letters  which,  without  by  knowledge,  went  to  President 
Kirby  from  the  Washington  office  and  in  such  a  way  as  caused  them  to  be  much 
misunderstood. 

One  of  them  was  a  duplicate  of  a  letter  I  sent  Mr.  J.  Ogden  Armour,  Chicago, 
asking  him  for  a  subscription  of  $100.00.  The  letter  was  marked  "confidential." 
The  original  read  well  enough  so  that  I  changed  just  a  few  words  and  sent 
it  to  about  seven  other  people,  all  intimate  friends  of  the  movement  who  have 
done  as  much  for  it  as  any  of  us,  Mr.  Armour,  for  instance,  having  favored  it 
and  spent  thousands  of  dollars  for  it  during  a  period  of  at  least  ten  years  back. 
These  seven  or  eight  letters  brought  in  about  $750.00.  They  were  as  strictly 
confidential  as  could  be  and  private.  There  was  not  an  objectionable  clause 
in  them  from  any  business  standpoint,  but  some  one  thought  when  you  saw  it 
you  objected  to  the  sentence  "  We  have  most  intimate  ways  of  finding  this  out." 
This  is  only  a  paraphrase  of  the  old-time  phrase  "  We  know  what  we  are  talk- 
ing about"  It  has  no  more  reference  to  yourself  than  to  a  humming  bird. 
Without  speaking  other  than  commendably  of  the  assistance  you  rendered  us, 
the  clause  would  have  been  just  as  broad  if  you  had  not  helped  us  at  all,  for 
we  had  all  the  time  other  avenues  of  information  quite  as  intimate. 

This  being  a  personal  letter,  it,  of  course,  never  occurred  to  me  to  show  it 
to  anybody.     It  is  absolutely  foreign  to  your  interests  or  that  of  anyone. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  the  rest  of  it  is  important. 

Senator  Walsh.  No  ;  I  think  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  will  save  time  not  to  read  it. 

The  Chairman.  No.  2987  relates  to  the  testing  of  the  mineral 
water. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  something  in  the  previous  letter,  No.  2984, 
about  Speaker  Cannon  being  angrv  about  a  letter  which  asked  for 
$25,000,  an  old  letter  about  which  he  got  angry,  until  he  was  told  a 
thing  or  two,  "when  you  and  he  laughed  about  it,  as  you  will 
remember." 

No.  2987  is  another  Schwedtman  letter. 

No.  2988  is  a  letter  from  Emery. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  another  one  of  no  account. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2988  is  a  letter  from  Emery  to  Mulhall,  is 
it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  says : 

I  had  a  long  talk  with  Judge  Spear  on  the  Loud  en  si  a  ger  situation,  and  he 
assures  me  that  he  can  put  me  in  touch  with  the  people  who  will  bring  that 
gentleman  to  my  terms.    I  shall  be  in  Dayton  between  the  fifth  and  eighth  of 
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September  and  shall  settle  the  details  of  this  matter  with  the  judge  at  that 
time.    You  will,  of  course,  be  fully  informed  of  it  before  any  steps  are  taken. 

Take  good  care  of  yourself  for  the  sake  of  your  friends,  If  not  for  the  lady 
at  home. 

Is  that  an  original  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2989  is  a  letter  from  Thomas  Farrell,  and  is 
unimportant. 

The  Chaikman.  So  is  No.  2990. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2990  is  another  one  on  the  same  matter. 

No.  2991  is  omitted  as  personal.  Then  here  is  an  unnumbered 
envelope. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  It  aphears  to  go  with  No.  2992.  Is  No.  2992  a  letter 
which  you  got  from  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

I  have  written  you  several  anxious  letters,  but  up  to  this  time  have  had  no 
response  whatever.  This  silence  is  not  satisfactory  to  me,  and  I  wish  you 
would  write  me  at  once  and  let  me  know  how  you  are  getting  on.  Do  not  hesi- 
tate to  do  this  for  I  am  very  anxious. 

Sincerely,  yours,  James  E.  Watson. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  Mr.  Watson  anxious  about? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  very  ill  at  that  time.  He  wanted  me  to  get 
on  my  feet  again. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2993  is  a  "  Confidential  Bulletin  of  Labor 
News,"  signed  by  Marshall  Cushing.  Is  that  something  he  had  been 
getting  out  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  those  are  the  reports  he  sent  out  to  his  organ* 
ization,  the  National  Metal  Trades. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  after  he  had  left  your  organization? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  He  was  with  this  other  organization  here  in 
Washington. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2994,  No.  2995,  No.  2996,  and  No.  2997  are 
duplicates  of  previous  numbers,  and  are  indicated  in  the  record. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  the  same  circular  was  sent  out  to  dif- 
ferent people. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  like  to  explain  those  circulars  of  Mr. 
Cushing's,  because  maybe  they  would  give  the  impression  to  the  pub- 
lic press  that  they  were  active  in  behalf  of  this  organization,  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  when  this  organization  did 
not  send  them  out.  By  "  this  organization  "  I  mean  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2998  is  another  of  these  confidential  bulletins 
of  Mr.  Cushing's? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes.     Is  it  not  the  same  as  2993  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No;  it  is  different. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  little  different. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  2999-3007  and  3008  are  duplicates  of  No. 
2998,  and  are  not  printed. 

That  brings  us  up  to  3009. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  passed  the  3000  mark,  and  it  is  5  o'clock, 
and  we  will  adjourn  until  to-morrow  morning. 

(At  5  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until  to-morrow, 
Wednesday,  July  23, 1913,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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WEDNESDAY,  JULY  23,  1918. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciaby, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 
Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  and  Walsh. 
The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  will  take  the  stand. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MAETIN  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Resumed. 

Senator  Reed.  Before  I  take  up  any  other  matter,  here  is  a  tele- 

Sam,  dated  September  5,  1907,  from  C.  E.  Littlefield  to  Martin 
ulhall,  which  has  not  been  printed.     I  hand  it  to  the  witness  and 
ask  him  if  he  received  that  telegram  from  Mr.  Littlefield. 

I  suggest  that  it  be  marked  and  given  an  exhibit  number  in  accord- 
ance with  its  date. 

(The  telegram  referred  to  was  marked  867-A.) 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it  to  the  committee.     It  is  as  follows: 

(867-A.) 

Rockland,  Me.,  Sept.  5, 1907. 
Martin  Mulhall, 

Devritt  House,  Lewiston,  Me.: 

Please  be  sure  to  be  here  Saturday  morning  next. 

G.  E.  Littlefield. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  a  document  which  appears  to  be  in  the 
form  of  a  circular  letter,  dated  July  13*,  1909.  I  hand  this  to  the 
witness  and  ask  him  if  it  is  a  copy  of  a  certain  letter  sent  out  by  the 
executive  committee  of  the  tarifi  commission. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  ask  that  that  be  marked  as  an  exhibit. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  marked  "2877-A.") 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  to  the  committee.  I  think 
it  ought  to  be  read.     It  is  as  follows: 

(2877-A.) 

Tariff  Commission, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

IMPORTANT — READ  AND   ACT  QUICKLY. 

The  proposition  for  the  creation  of  a  permanent  tariff  commission  or  board,  as  con- 
tained in  the  Aldrich  amendment  to  tne  tariff  bill,  is  now  in  a  critical  stage.  The 
active  cooperation  of  all  persons  and  organizations  interested  in  this  matter  is  needed 
now.  , 

The  proposition  has  been  passed  by  the  Senate,  but  was  not  contained  in  the  House 
bill.  It  is  therefore  before  the  conference  committee  solely  as  a  Senate  proposition, 
and  there  is  strong  opposition  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  members  of  the  conference 
committee,  particularly  from  the  House. 

Your  action  and  immediate  assistance  is  therefore  requested  as  follows: 

1.  Telegraph  and  write  at  once  to  as  many  Representatives  and  Senators  as  you  can 
reach,  particularly  your  own,  strongly  requesting  them  personally  to  urge  upon  the 
members  of  the  conference  committee  and  Speaker  Cannon  the  necessity  of  and  the 
demand  for  the  adoption  of  the  proposition  for  the  creation  of  a  tariff  commission  or 
board  as  contained  in  the  Aldricn  amendment,  without  emasculation. 

2.  Write  to  President  Taft  asking  him  to  urge  upon  the  members  of  the  conference 
committee  and  upon  Speaker  Cannon  the  adoption  of  the  Aldrich  tariff  commission 
proposition. 
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3.  Get  as  many  individual  business  persons,  firms,  and  corporations  as  possible  to 
do  the  same,  immediately. 

4.  Send  at  once,  if  possible,  one  or  more  delegates  to  Washington  to  take  the  matter 
up  personally  with  the  Members  of  Congress. 

President  Taft  desires  this  commission.    The  Senate  has  adopted  it.    Its  fate  rests 
with  the  members  of  the  conference  committee  and  with  the  House  of  Representatives. 
This  is  the  crucial  moment  and  the  time  to  act  is  now. 
Respectfully, 

Executive  Committee  op  the 

General  Committee  of  One  Hundred, 
By ,  Chairman. 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  IS ,  1909. 

This  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  general 
committee  of  one  hundred  for  a  tariff  commission,  "representing  234 
organizations"  as  stated  on  the  letterhead. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  where 
the  headquarters  of  that  commission  was,  was  in  Mr.  Emery's  office, 
as  you  will  see  by  the  heading  of  that  circular,  and  the  headquarters 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  the  Washington  office  is  610  Union  Trust 
Building,  as  shown  on  this  letterhead,  whatever  that  place  is. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  one  of  the  rooms  that  Mr.  Emery  occupied 
at  that  time  in  the  Union  Trust  Building. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  No.  2877-B,  which  appears  to  be 
undated,  and  I  will  ask  you  if  that  is  another  form  of  letter  which 
was  sent  out  by  the  executive  committee  of  this  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  I  will  read  that.     It  is  as  lollows: 

Dear  Sir:  As  stated  in  our  general  letter  just  sent  you,  the  Aldricb  provision  for 
a  tariff  commission  or  board  is  in  a  critical  condition.  The  most  effective  assistance 
you  can  render  is  needed  AT  ONCE. 

Located  as  you  are  within  reasonable  distance,  we  earnestly  urge  your  organization 
to  send  to  Washington  as  many  delegates  as  possible,  AT  LEAST  ONE,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  known  to  your  own  Representative  and  to  as  many  others  as  you  can 
reach,  as  well  as  to  Speaker  Gannon,  the  demand  for  the  adoption  of  the  Aldrich 
provision.  This  action  should  supplement,  not  supersede,  the  requests  made  in 
our  general  letter. 

This  should  be  done  AT  ONCE.  Kindly  advise  us  at  the  Washington  address  on 
this  letterhead,  giving  the  names  of  your  delegates  and  stating  just  when  they  will 
arrive  in  Washington.  With  the  fullest  cooperation  of  the  organizations  interested, 
including  your  own,  we  feel  that  success  will  be  assurred;  without  it  the  matter  is 
in  doubt. 

The  President  wants  it;  the  Senate  grants  it;  the  people  demand  it;  it  is  now  up 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  and  its  conferees.  It  is  up  to  you  and  to  us  to  make 
the  demand  of  the  people  known  to  the  House. 

The  chaiiman  of  our  committee  is  stopping  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel.  He,  together 
with  other  members  of  the  committee,  will  meet  your  delegate  and  give  all  assist- 
ance possible.  The  office  of  the  committee  is  at  Room  610,  Union  Trust  Co.  Building, 
15th  and  H  Streets;  telephone  number,  Main  6945. 

ACTION  TO  BE  EFFECTIVE  MUST  BE  IMMEDIATE. 
Yours  respectfully, 

Executive  Committee  op  the  Committee  op  One  Hundred, 
By ,  Chairman. 

It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  "  Executive  committee  of  the  general 
committee  of  100  for  a  Tariff  Commission."  The  Washington  office 
is  610  Union  Trust  Building. 

We  stopped  last  night  at  No.  3009.  I  suggest  to  tho  committee 
that  it  is  unnecessary  at  this  time  to  identify  letters  which  are  of  but 
little  importance,  but  I  want  to  ask  a  general  question  of  Col.  Mulhall. 
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You  have  turned  over  to  this  committee  various  letters  purporting 
to  be  copies  of  letters  sent  to  various  parties  by  you  and  letters 
received  from  various  parties  by  you,  which  have  been  printed.  In 
all  instances  where  these  purported  copies  appear  in  the  files  which 
you  turned  over  to  the  committee,  were  the  originals  actually  sent 
by  you  to  the  parties  indicated  upon  the  copy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  in  all  instances  where  there  is  a  letter  here 
purporting  to  have  come  from  an  individual  and  bearing  his  signature, 
was  the  letter  received  by  you  from  that  individual  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  With  that  much  of  identification  we  may  pass  to 
the  important  letters,  introducing  the  others  without  reading  them. 

No.  3009  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Mr.  Emeby.  Pardon  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  I  would  like  to  have 
the  Senator  make  his  question  broad  enough  to  cover  letters  written 
between  third  persons,  many  of  which  appear  here.  The  Senator 
will  see  the  significance  of  that  later,  when  we  come  to  that  other 
correspondence. 

Senator  Reed.  If  I  come  to  such  a  letter,  I  will  ask  the  question. 

Letter  3011,  3012  is  addressed  "Dear  William,"  and  signed  ''Tom," 
being  another  one  of  the  Farrell  letters. 

Is  N o.  3013  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  James  E.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  not  very  important,  but  I  will  read  this  much 
of  it: 

Your  many  kind  favors  had  not  been  received  by  me  until  yesterday,  when  I 
returned  to  my  home. 

I  had  been  sick  all  through  this  month,  as  I  was  compelled  to  undergo  a  alight 
surgical  operation.  I  expect  to  be  able  to  reach  New  York  next  week  and  I  will 
write  you  fully  what  the  situation  is  there.  There  are  many  things  that  I  should 
like  to  confer  with  you  about,  for  numerous  things  have  taken  place  since  I  saw  you 
last  that  I  can  not  very  well  put  on  paper.  I  expect  to  go  West  about  the  fore  part 
of  next  month,  to  Chicago,  and  I  shall  try  to  run  over  to  see  you  if  yxw  will  be  at 
home.  Please  answer  this  and  let  me  know  if  you  will  be  in  Rushville  about  the 
6th  or  6th  of  September;  and  if  so,  I  will  do  my  best  to  reach  you. 

Hoping  that  you  found  everybody  well  at  home  and  things  are  going  pleasantly 
for  you,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

No.  3014,  3015  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter,  and  I  think  is 
unimportant. 

Is  No.  3016  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  much  of  that  letter: 

You  will  plea*e  find  enclosed  with  this  letter  a  letter  that  was  enclosed  to  me  by 
Mr.  Watson.  As  he  wished  me  to  show  it  to  you  and  Mr.  Emery  I  shall  do  so.  If 
you  wish  to  make  a  copv  of  it  I  would  like  for  you  to  return  me  the  original,  after 
you  look  it  over.  I  shall  make  no  comments  upon  the  letter  at  present,  Dut  I  hope 
to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  soon,  as  soon  as  I  am  able  to  reach  you,  for  there 
are  many  things  that  I  am  extremely  anxious  to  talk  to  you  about. 

You  will  please  find  enclosed  copy  of  letter  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Emery  to-day, 
to  give  you  an  idea  of  what  the  outcome  was  in  regard  to  the  appointments  on  the 
committees. 

No.  3017  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3018  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Littlepage,  and  is  unimportant. 
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Is  No.  3019  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

My  Dbar  Colonel:  Your  letter  of  the  20th  instant  1b  duly  received,  and  I  am 
pleased  to  know  that  you  are  feeling  more  like  yourself,  and  nope  that  during  this 
vacation  you  will  get  relief  from  the  trouble  that  nas  been  such  a  constant  companion- 
to  you. 

I  am  returning  the  letter  forwarded,  and  do  not  think  it  wise  to  write  anything  in 
reference  to  this  matter.  We  can  discuss  it  the  first  time  you  are  at  the  office.  I  have 
had  the  opportunity  of  making  a  copy  of  it,  as  I  feel  it  would  be  well  to  have  such 
documents  as  this  on  file  here. 

Do  you  remember  what  that  letter  was  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  a  letter  that  was  sent  to  me  in  rela- 
tion to  having  Mr.  Miles  removed  out  of  Washington.  Mr.  Miles  at 
that  time  became  very  obnoxious  to  the  Speaker,  and  the  Speaker 
even  threatened  he  would  take  the  floor  and  denounce  Mr.  Miles  on 
account  of  the  circulars  he  was  sending  out. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  have  the  date  of  that 
letter. 

The  Chairman.  August  24,  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3019,  the  letter  which  referred  to  this  letter,  is 
dated  August  24.     I  have  not  the  date  of  the  letter  that  was  inclosed. 

No.  3020  is  a  Schwedtman  letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  is  unim- 
portant. 

No.  3021  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter,  and  I  read  this  part 
of  that: 

I  sent  you  on  the  25th  fifty  (50)  copies  of  the  indexed  tariff  law  in  a  small  mail  bag. 
Will  you  please  let  me  know  if  you  received  them  when  you  answer  this  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  you  ought  to  read  the  next  preceding 
paragraph. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well,  I  will  read  that: 

I  expect  to  be  back  in  the  field  next  week  and  will  report  to  the  New  York  office 
on  Monday  or  Tuesday  next.  There  was  a  very  strenuous  campaign  on  in  Maryland 
and  I  have  been  passing  a  part  of  my  vacation  by  participating  in  that  fight.  I  Know 
that  1  wrote  you  some  time  ago  that  we  put  Mr.  rerrie  down  and  out  in  that  State,  and 
he  had  less  to  say  at  the  convention  that  was  held  in  Baltimore  last  Tuesday  than  ever 
before.  He  was  classed  as  a  back  number.  This,  I  feel,  will  be  good  news  to  our 
people  all  over  the  country,  and  I  feel  that  this  last  effort  will  finish  this  statesman  for 
all  time  to  come. 

The  Chairman.  Whose  frank  did  you  use  in  sending  oat  this  tariff 
literature  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  We  used  several  franks.  We  used  Mr.  McDermott's 
and  Mr.  FairchikTs,  and  Mr.  Gardner's,  as  a  rule. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  use  Mr.  McDermott's  in  1909,  did 
you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  did.     Here  is  a  letter  which  I  received 

Senator  Walsh.  We  will  reach  that  in  due  course. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  a  later  letter  there  about  this  matter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  went  to  Chicago  and  went  to  Mr.  McDermptt's 
district,  and  after  I  came  back  I  had  an  introduction  to  him,  and  from 
that  time  was  extremely  friendly. 

Senator  Walsh.  When  did  you  go  to  his  district  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  tell  you  in  a  moment.  [Producing  letter.] 
Here  is  a  letter  that  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  on  September  18,  1909. 
I  went  to  his  district  in  September. 
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Senator  Reed.  We  are  not  yet  at  that  date,  and  I  will  thank  you 
to  let  me  take  that  letter,  and  we  can  put  it  in  in  its  proper  place. 
No.  3023  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  little  portion  of  that: 

I  am  anxious  to  know  if  you  received  the  sixty-odd  copies  of  the  new  tariff  law  that 
I  sent  you  some  time  ago  by  mail. 

No.  3024  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3025  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Littlepage,  and  is  unimportant. 
3026-3030  is  a  duplicate  of  2996. 
3031,  3032  is  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3033  is  from  Mr.  Boudinot,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3034  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Booth  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  is  unim- 
portant. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  should  be  read. 
Senator  Reed.  Very  well.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3034.) 

Balto.,  Sept.,  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  624  Oak  Ave. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  The  boys  and  myself  enjoyed  ourselves  very  much  at  your 
home.  The  only  thing  that  disturbed  the  pleasure  of  the  evening  was  some  of  the 
remarks  made  by  Mr.  Bird  in  his  address.  The  boys  discussed  it  very  freely,  and  not 
in  a  very  friendly  way,  either,  on  the  way  home.  I  tell  you  very  frankly  I  had  to 
use  quite  a  lot  of  diplomacy  to  keep  things  straight  for  the  candidates  present.  I 
suppose  Mr.  Bird  did  not  quite  understand  the  company.  You  are  certainly  well 
enough  acquainted  with  us  to  know  while  we  are  union  men  we  are  not  "bruisers." 
I  think  it  was  very  bad  judgment  and  not  a  bit  diplomatic  for  Mr.  Bird  to  tell  to  the 
public  that  he  or  his  association  is  only  interested  in  the  election  of  congressional 
candidates  who  favor  his  association  in  making  laws.  We  feel  Mr.  Bird's  address 
will  not  injure  Mr.  Carson  or  Mr.  Hanson,  but  I  am  very  glad  he  will  not  take  the 
stump  for  them  until  he  gets  a  little  more  political  expenence  (which  he  said  he 
had  not). 

Had  Mr.  Bird  made  a  speech  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  a  meeting  at  my  home  in  Baltimore  of 
22  prominent  labor  workers,  and  Bird  came  over  especially  to  find 
out  who  those  men  were.  He  brought  a  check  of  $200  that  he  turned 
over  to  Mr.  Carson.  That  is  the  incident  I  stated  yesterday.  When 
he  got  there  he  insisted  on  making  a  speech,  he  felt  so  good  over  the 
company  that  he  found  himself  in,  and  he  made  a  speech  wherein  he 
stated  tnat  when  he  was  running  a  shop  he  had  a  strike  on,  and  that 
he  knocked  down  the  principal  striker  with  his  fist  onto  a  pile  of  iron, 
and  knocked  him  out.  That  was  the  tenor  of  his  speech;  and  when 
the  party  broke  up  and  he  left,  he  was  roundly  denounced  by  every 
man  that  was  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Colonel,  we  want  to  be  brief.  That  is  very  remote 
from  this.     I  merely  wanted  a  word  of  explanation. 

No.  3035  is  a  letter  from  Van  Cleave.  It  is  utterly  unimportant 
here.     It  is  about  that  mineral  water. 

No.  3036  is  a  portion  of  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  J.  Philip  Bird? 
I  have  never  been  able  to  find  the  rest  of  this  letter.  I  will  ask  you 
to  identify  the  part  which  is  there. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  send  to  Bird  a  letter  of  which  that  is  one 
of  the  carbon  sheets  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  should  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads  as  follows: 

(3036.) 
Confidential.]  September  2,  1910. 

Hon.  J.  Philip  Bird, 

Kennedy  Cottage  No.  7,  North  Plymouth,  Mass. 

My  Dear  Bird:  For  the  last  few  days  I  have  been  in  Massachusetts  and  I  had  a 
meeting  with  Senators  Crane  and  Lodge  and  Chairman  Hatfield  of  the  State  com- 
mittee. I  have  also  been  in  daily  touch  with  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  Coppins,  and  other  leaders 
of  our  association.  I  feel  that  I  have  made  splendid  headway  in  and  around  Boston. 
We  will  have  a  meeting  of  manufacturers  in  Boston  next  Thursday  and  Mr.  Coppins 
assures  me  that  he  will  make  this  meeting  a  success. 

I  have  returned  here  to  Hughes's  district  to-day  to  attend  a  meeting  to-night  in 
Paterson.    We  have  met  with  considerable  success  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district. 

I  have  been  able  to  put  a  very  active  Socialist  in  the  field  by  the  name  of  Frank 
Hubschmitt  for  Congress  against  Hughes,  who  will  break  into  the  ranks  of  the  Hughes 
organization  and  will  take  at  least  a  thousand  votes  from  Hughes.  Hubschmitt  is  a 
particular  friend  of  mine  and  I  feel  that  this  is  one  of  the  best  pieces  of  politics  I  have 
played  this  summer. 

I  have  had  several  interviews  with  Mr.  McCleave,  the  candidate  that  we  are  trying  to 
get  the  nomination  for,  and  we  are  pushing  him  to  the  front  and  are  urging  him  to  be 
active.    With  a  little  good  work  I  feel  he  will  make  a  splendid  fight  this  fall. 

Please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  received  from  the  President 
to-day,  so  I  hope  you  will  be  in  good  fighting  shape  on  the  12th  to  visit  the  White 
House  at  Beverly  with  me.  I  would  like  to  have  a  talk  with  you  on  this  matter  before 
we  go.  for  it  is  important  for  both  our  organization  and  the  Republican  organization 
that  tnere  be  no  publicity  given  to  the  matter. 

I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  in  reply  to  one  I  sent  him  and  I  have  written  him 
a  short  report  concerning  the  situation. 

If  you  answer  this,  send  it  to  the 

There  the  letter  breaks  off.  There  is  a  reference  there  to  the  New 
Jersey  district.     We  have  heard  from  the  New  Jersey  district. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  dated  September  2,  1910. 

The  Chairman.  You  got  this  man  Hubschmitt  to  run  as  a 
Socialist  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  through  influences  brought  on  Hubschmitt. 
I  guess  he  was  in  the  field  anyhow. 

The  Chairman.  What  influences  did  you  bring  to  bear  to  get  Hub- 
schmitt to  run  as  a  Socialist  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  heretofore,  which  I  would  like  to  explain 
a  little  further  that  Mr.  Bird  placed  into  my  hands  $3,000  of  the  funds 
of  what  he  called  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense.  That 
money,  when  it  was  placed  in  my  hands,  was  placed  with  the  under- 
standing that  there  was  to  be  no  accounting  given  of  it,  but  that 
money  I  was  particularly  instructed  to  use  if  I  possibly  could  to  get  a 
candidate  in  the  field  who  would  take  votes  away  from  Hughes. 
That  was  the  influence,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  How  much  did  you  pay  him,  if  anything? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  pay  Hubschmitt  anything  direct.  It 
was  paid  toward  helping  along  his  meetings,  and  getting  people  to 
attend  his  meetings,  and  contributing  on  the  outside  as  much  as  we 
possibly  could  to  make  his  campaign  a  success;  which  it  was  a  great 
success,  because  that  is  how  the  2,200  votes  was  taken  away  from 
Hughes. 

Tne  Chairman.  Did  Hubschmitt  get  2,200  votes? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  got  more  than  that,  I  guess.  He  got  about 
4,000  votes  in  the  district. 
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Senator  Reed.  When  you  say  2,200  votes  were  taken  from  Hughes, 
what  do  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  Passaic  County  in  that  campaign  Hughes  lost 
2,200  votes,  or  a  little  over  2,200  votes,  in  his  own  county. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  beaten  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  Bergen  County  came  in  with  a  sweep.  He 
won  in  the  other  counties,  including  Bergen  County. 

Senator  Walsh.  These  letters  are  of  the  year  1909.  There  was 
no  Congressional  election  in  1909. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  letters  are  speaking  about  1910. 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  what  I  am  testifying  about,  the  Hughes 
campaign  in  1910.  They  were  preparing  for  tne  Hughes  campaign 
in  1909. 

That  letter  printed  here  is  clearly  out  of  place. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  marked  September  2,  1910. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes;  it  is  out  oi  place. 

Senator  Reed.  That  ought  to  be  transferred  to  its  proper  place. 
The  colonel's  recollection  seems  to  be  accurate,  even  if  we  are  not. 

The  Chairman.  The  letter  is  all  rieht. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  I  gave  you  tne  date  as  1909.     It  is  1910. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  ought  to  be  accurate,  Senator,  because  I  was 
put  in  that  campaign  not  for  the  purpose  of  winning  out,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  puttmg  me  out.     I  was  put  in  the  campaign  for  the  pur- 

{>ose  of  putting  me  out.  I  had  a  long  interview  with  the  president 
ater 

Senator  Reed.  Do  not  let  us  get  into  that.  That  lies  a  mile 
ahead. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  right,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3037  is  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered  to 
this  association,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper) .  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  date  is  printed  here  as  September  2.  I  think 
you  gave  it  as  September  22. 

Senator  Reed.  1  gave  it  as  September  2. 

Is  No.  3038  a  telegram  you  received  from  James  E.  Watson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  this  item  in  that  account: 

Aug.  20.  Paid  to  the  messenger  of  Ways  and  Means  Committee  for  services  ren- 
dered, |5. 00. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  in  the  account  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  was  that  this  same  colored  man,  or  who  was 
that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  nearly  as  I  can  remember,  it  was  Mr.  Henry 
Neal. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  a  messenger  or  a  doorkeeper  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  is  the  messenger  on  the  Speaker's  door. 

The  Chairman.  This  was  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  it  was  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  it  was 
Mr.  Parker. 

Senator  Reed.  This  telegram  which  I  have  handed  you,  No.  3038, 
is  signed  "  James  F.  Watson." 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Make  Labor  Day  speech  Terre  Haute,  Monday.  If  convenient  come  there;  if  not, 
meet  me  Indianapolis,  Monday  evening,  if  important. 

James  F.  Watson. 

Were  you  and  Watson  booming  the  Labor  Day  meetings  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Watson  was  booming  them,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  3039,  3040  is  a  letter  received  from  Watson,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Rushville,  Ind.,  September  3, 1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Your  letter  reached  me  in  Michigan  at  Walloon  Lake,  to  which 
place  I  had  taken  my  family  for  a  few  weeks.  I  have  just  returned  here  and  have 
wired  you  that  I  am  to  make  a  Labor  Day  speech  at  Terre  Haute  on  Monday  next, 
and  am  asking  you  to  meet  me  there  if  you  have  important  matters  to  communicate 
tome. 

I  am  to  return  to  Michigan  on  Tuesday  evening  and  remain  there  until  the  16th, 
in  order  to  bring  my  family  home.  I  really  need  to  stop  a  few  days  in  order  to  rest, 
for  that  is  somethingl  have  not  done  for  many  years.  If,  however,  our  business  will 
suffer  if  I  do  not  go  East,  you  can  call  on  me  at  any  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  lobby  work  here  in  Washington,  that  he 
had  reference  to. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3041  is  a  letter  from  Bird,  and  I  think  it  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3042  seems  to  be  entirely  a  personal  matter. 

No.  3043  is  unimportant. 

No.  3044  is  unimportant. 

No.  3045  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  Boudinot  sent  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Tariff  Board  appointed.    Kirby  says  abandon  your  trip. 

Where  were  you  going  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  making  a  tour  of  the  different  cities  to  get 

Beople  to  sond  in  telegrams  and  letters  to  the  President  indorsing 
[r.  Schwedtman  for  the  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3046  is  a  letter  from  Kirby  to  yourself,  is  it  not! 
Mr.  Mullhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

This  morning's  mail  brings  to  me  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Cobb  to  Mr.  Miles,  in 
which  he  says: 

"In  regard  to  the  number  on  the  board,  he  said  they  were  inclined  to  make  three 
appointments  at  the  present  time  and  add  to  it  later,  as  occasion  or  men  came  up, 
citing  that  it  was  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  President  to  increase  or  decrease  in  his 
discretion,  and  as  it  is  easier  to  increase  than  decrease  thev  were  inclined  to  get  the 
board  in  operation  as  promptly  as  possible,  on  account  of  the  necessities  of  the  maxi- 
mum and  minimum,  and  take  time  in  consideration  of  the  question  of  increase.  He 
said  that  there  had  been  about  50  men  presented,  and  I  gathered  that  some  of  them 
were  very  strongly  endorsed.  He  did  not  show  me  the  list  or  discuss  the  names  with 
me.  I  discussed  fully  with  him  the  names  we  considered  and  told  him  we  were  still 
considering  the  matter  and  could  get  more  if  we  wanted.  Of  course  the  whole  matter 
may  be  settled  at  their  conference  to-dav  (11th),  but  my  hope  and  expectation  is  that 
we  will  be  communicated  with  again  before  anything  is  done,  ana  we  think  it  is 
desired  that  each  of  us  should  be  quietly  looking  over  the  question  of  additional 
names  in  order  to  be  prepared  in  case  of  additional  need.    I  gave  him  a  copy  of  our 
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resolutions  and  can  think  of  nothing  more  that  we  can  do  at  the  moment  to  strengthen 


our  case." 


On  receipt  of  the  letter  I  wired  you  at  the  Claypool  as  follows:  "Letter  from  Cobb 
says,  'Board  may  be  increased.  Proceed  with  campaign  for  Schwedtman  as  an  addi- 
tional member.'    Am  writing  you  care  of  Annex,  Chicago." 

I  will  enclose  herewith  copy  of  letter  which  I  have  written  to  Hon.  Charles  Nagel, 
which  is  self-explanatory. 

Under  these  circumstances,  it  is  proper  that  you  should  proceed  in  Mr.  Schwedtman  fB 
interest  as  per  our  understanding  at  New  York. 

I  hand  you  this  letter  and  I  will  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy  of  the  letter 
Mr.  Kirby  wrote  to  Mr.  Nagel,  and  which  is  referred  to  in  No.  3046  in 
these  words: 

I  will  enclose  herewith  a  copy  of  letter  which  I  have  written  to  Hon.  Charles  Nagel, 
which  is  self-explanatory. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  No.  3047).  This  was  a  copy,  I  think, 
that  Mr.  Kirby  sent  to  Mr.  Herrick,  because  they  were  asking  Mr. 
Herrick's  aid  at  that  time  to  have  their  appointments  made  on  the 
committee,  and  work  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  letter  to  Mr.  Herrick: 

(3047.) 

Dayton,  Ohio,  September  13, 1909, 
Hon.  Myron  T.  Herrick,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Dear  Sir:  I. am  taking  the  liberty  of  enclosing  herewith  copy  of  a  letter  which  I 
have  written  to  the  Hon.  Charles  Nagel,  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor,  and  of 
writing  you  to  ask  your  cooperation  in  our  effort  to  accomplish  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Schwedtman  as  a  member  of  the  tariff  board,  with  the  assurance  that  any  assistance 
you  may  render  us  in  the  premises  will  be  gratefully  appreciated. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

President. 

I  hand  you  3048,  3049,  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Hon.  Charles  Nagel, 

signed  " ,  President/ '  and  ask  you  if  that  is  the  Nagel  letter 

referred  to  in  the  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  is  the  inclosure  Mr.  Kirby  sent  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  3048,  3049.  It  goes  on  and  eulogizes  Mr. 
Schwedtman.     It  says : 

He  has  been  connected  for  many  years  with  the  leading  manufacturing  and  citizens' 
industrial  organizations  of  this  country,  has  served  upon  their  boards  of  control,  and, 
besides  being  president  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis,  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  He  is 
widely  known  personally  to  the  leading  manufacturers  and  business  men  of  the  country 
and  to  the  leacfing  commercial  and  industrial  organizations.  He  is  a  staunch  Repub- 
lican, a  man  of  independent  means,  sound  integrity,  and  by  virtue  of  his  knowledge, 
education,  and  experience,  as  well  as  his  peculiar  personal  qualifications,  is  excep- 
tionally well  fitted  as  an  adviser  to  the  President  in  the  delicate  adjustment  of  the 
tariff.  He  is  a  man  of  strong,  practical  common  sense,  a  conservative  protectionist, 
and  has  no  "isms"  or  preconceived  theories  to  exploit.  He  is  familiar  with  correct 
methods  of  making  up  costs,  and  an  indefatigable  worker  in  everything  he  undertakes. 

Therefore,  enjoyiDg  as  Mr.  Schwedtman  does  the  unqualified  confidence  and  sup- 
port of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  his  appointment  as  a  member  of  the 
tariff  board  is  most  respectfully  and  urgently  requested. 

I  think,  myself,  we  might  almost  consider  that  as  disposing  of  the 
question. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  I  am  requested  to  ask  you  this 
question: 

Was  Mr.  Watson  being  paid  for  general  lobby  work  for  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  during  the  summer  and  fall  of  1909? 
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Senator  Reed.  I  object  to  the.  interruption  of  this  examination 
with  these  questions.     We  are  now  putting  in  this  evidence 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letters  covering  the  summer  of  1909  have  all 
been  in,  and  the  matter  has  been  testified  to. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  get  these  letters  in. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me.  1  thought  the  committee  had  stated  that 
they  wouldpermit  us  to  submit  questions  from  time  to  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  would  be  glad  to  have  you  submit  any  ques- 
tions you  desire,  but  I  object  to  the  putting  of  the  questions  now. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  understood  the  chairman  had  ruled  on  that  matter; 
that  was  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  suggest,  however,  that  in  submitting  questions 
it  be  done  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  out  facts.  Of  course,  this  is 
not  done  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  out  facts  at  all.  This  is  done  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  Mr.  Mulhall  to  say  something  independent  of 
the  letters,  by  word  of  mouth,  upon  whjch  you  can  afterwards  con- 
tradict him. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me;  but  the  gentleman  testified  to  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  has  testified  about  it,  and  he  has  testified  again 
about  it,  and  he  has  told  you  about  this  matter  you  are  inquiring 
about. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed,  Senator  Reed. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3050  is  a  letter  from  the  president  of  the  asso- 
ciation to  Mr.  Jarvis  in  regard  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  I  do  not  care 
to  read  that. 

No.  3051  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3052. 

No.  3052  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Mr.  Bird,  from  you,  is  it  not  1 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

I  learned  Sunday  morning  certainly  that  the  tariff  commission  was  appointed. 
I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  went  by  way  of  Maryland  and  saw  the  chairman  of  the  State  committee  of  that 
State  and  other  leaders  there,  and  the  entire  State  committee  would  have  endorsed 
Mr.  Schwedtman  as  one  of  the  commissioners  if  they  had  given  us  time.  I  went  to 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  late  Saturday  night  to  see  Capt.  John  C.  Delaney  and  other  leaden 
there  and  was  engaged  there  until  Sunday  afternoon,  when  I  took  a  train  for  this  city, 
as  I  had  an  appointment  to  meet  Mr.  Fred  Sims,  the  secy,  of  state  of  Indiana,  Mr. 
Watson,  and  others.  I  thought  it  was  advisable  after  I  had  my  tickets  purchased  to 
come  west  on  the  errand  for  tne  chairman  of  the  national  committee  and  come  via  this 
city  and  explain  to  our  friends  here  the  situation.  I  left  Harrisburg  6.15  p.  m.,  and 
met  Mr.  Kir  by  on  the  train  and  fully  explained  the  situation  to  him. 

Is  No.  3053  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  or  did  some- 
body else  write  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I 
wrote  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  about  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  I  think  Mr. 
Schwedtman  has  now  been  pretty  well  disposed  of. 

Senator  Walsh.  Perhaps  this  sentence  should  be  read,  as  it  seems 
to  be  of  some  importance: 

I  saw  Mr.  McKinley  here  to-day,  the  chairman  of  the  national  committee,  and 
after  advising  with  Mr.  Kirby  to-day  I  will  not  stay  here  at  the  present  time  to  do 
his  work,  as  it  would  take  about  two  or  three  weeks  to  accomplish1  what  he  wants 
done  here.  • ' 
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Senator  Heed.  No.  3054  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  J.  G.  Battelle  to  you, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  is  about  the  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  important,  because  it  states  that  he  is 
against  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Miles  in  any  position. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     I  will  read  that: 

Columbus  Iron  &  Steel  Co., 

Columbus,  Ohio,  September  14, 1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Sir:  If  it  is  not  too  late  to  be  useful,  I  would  like  to  have  any  information 
you  may  have  relative  to  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles's  attitude  relative  to  a  position  on  the  tariff 
committee.  I  notice  that  three  members  are  appointed,  according  to  the  newspapers, 
but  there  may  be  others.  As  you  may  know,  I  do  not  favor  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Miles  in  any  position  relative  to  the  tariff. 

Yours,  sincerely,  J.  G.  Battelle. 

No.  3055  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  He  says : 

I  repeat  to  you  what  I  said  in  New  York,  namely,  that  I  do  not  believe  I  have  a 
ghost  of  a  show,  but  I  would  be  ungrateful  to  my  mends  if  I  withheld  from  them 
anything  that  can  aid  in  this  campaign. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  rest  of  the  letter  should  be  read. 
Senator  Keed.  Will  you  please  read  it? 
(Senator  Walsh  read  as  follows:) 

It  is  on  this  account  only  that  I  am  sending  you  a  few  copies  of  the  biographical 
sketch  which  I  mentioned  m  my  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby. 

It  is  touching  to  me  to  see  the  confidence  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Kirby  in  this 
matter,  and  if  it  were  possible  for  me  to  be  any  more  faithful  to  them  than  I  have  been 
in  the  past  I  surely  would  be,  but  I  would  not  know  how.  The  same  thing  holds  good 
with  you,  Martin.  Without  expecting  anything,  I  am  confident  that  your  effort  in 
this  matter  is  fully  equal  to  what  any  other  twelve  men  could  do.  I  am  confident* 
that  any  suggestions  that  you  may  wish  to  make  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Kirby 
will  have  their  immediate  attention.  It  seems  to  me  that  Aid  rich  more  than  any  other 
one  man  could  be  of  service  to  us,  and  in  view  of  what  we  are  doing  for  him  in  Rhode 
Island  and  in  view  of  his  close  acquaintance  with  our  chiefs  I  believe  his  secretary 
would  undertake  to  place  the  situation  before  him  by  cable  or  letter.  You  know  best 
how  to  handle  these  matters,  but  if  you  want  my  recommendation  it  would  be  that 
you  place  a  statement  of  the  facts,  together  with  one  of  my  biographical  sketches, 
before  Senator  Aldrich  by  mail,  with  a  note  to  his  secretary  urging  him  to  forward  it 
to  the  Senator  unless  he  is  expected  home  at  an  early  date. 

I  have  no  right  to  order  you  to  Saint  Louis,  but  if  you  get  as  close  to  us  as  Chicago 
without  making  us  a  visit  it  will  indeed  make  me  feel  badly. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  a  long  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby,  which  I  ran 
over  hurriedly.  It  is  numbered  3056,  3057.  I  do  not  think  it  has 
anything  of  importance  in  it. 

3058,  3059  is  a  biographical  sketch  of  Mr.  Schwedtman,  written 
by  himself,  or  at  least  sent  out  by  him,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  say  it  was  sent  out  by  Mr.  Schwedtman's 
friends. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  to  read  that  thus  early  in  the 
morning. 

3060,  3061  is  a  copy  of  another  "Dear  Ferdinand,,  letter,  and  I 
call  attention  to  this  language  : 

I  met  Mr.  Kirby  at  Harrisburg,  after  leaving  New  York,  where  I  had  gone  to  see 
some  of  the  leading  Pennsylvania  Members,  and  he  informed  me  about  the  three 
members  of  the  commission  that  were  appointed,  so  I  went  to  IndianapoU&to  «&&  ova 
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friend  Watson,  but  Watson  was  not  there/  so  I  saw  Mr.  Fred  Sims,  the-eecretary  of 
state  of  Indiana,  and  he  said  that  if  we  needed  his  aid  in  any  shape  or  form  he  would 
guarantee  to  me  the  full  support  of  the  Indiana  State  committee.  I  only  stayed 
a  few  hours  in  Indianapolis,  and  on  my  arrival  here  I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby 
telling  me  to  go  ahead  with  the  work  along  the  lines  as  agreed  on  before  I  left  New 
York. 

The  Chairman.  I  call  attention  to  this  sentence  in  that  letter: 

I  saw  Mr.  Fred  Job,  your  friend,  here  to-day,  and  two  Members  of  Congress  and  one 
U.  S.  Senator,  and  last  evening  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  Speaker  Cannon, 
and  I  feel  very  well  satisfied  that  we  can  get  things  going  in  good  shape  in  the  next 
few  days. 

Senator  Reed.  I  had  not  caught  that,  in  running  it  over. 

No.  3062,  3063  are  duplicates  of  3060,  3061. 

No.  3064  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not! 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language  in  that  letter: 

The  telegram  which  Mr.  Boudinot  sent  you  evidently  did  not  reach  your  hands, 
and  1  am  glad  it  did  not,  for  the  situation  was  thoroughly  understood  between  you 
and  I  that  if  the  tariff  board  should  be  appointed  you  would  continue  your  trip  in  the 
interests  of  the  other  matter  that  had  been  discussed  between  us.  It  is  barely  pos- 
sible, however,,  that  we  may  decide  to  add  to  the  number  of  the  committee,  and 
therefore  the  work  that  you  are  doing  will  not  be  in  vain. 

Note  the  language  k'we  raav  decide  to  add." 

No.  3065  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language  in  that  letter: 

I  thoroughly  appreciate  all  that  you  are  doing  and  you  are  a  much  better  judge  of 
how  to  go  about  such  things  than  I  am.  At  the  same  time,  if  I  had  to  do  it,  it  is  likely 
that  I  would  concentrate  my  efforts  on  half  a  dozen  men  of  national  power,  such  as 
Uncle  Joe,  Congressman  McKinley,  our  friend  Watson,  and,  above  all  others,  Senator 
Aldrich.  But  please  do  not  consider  this  even  in  the  shape  of  a  suggestion,  because  as 
stated  before  you  have  forgotten  more  about  such  things  than  I  ever  will  know. 
>     We  expect  Mr.  Kirby  in  Saint  Louis  to-morrow,  and  so  forth. 

Is  3066,  3067  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Watson  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  one  sentence: 

From  the  best  information  we  can  get,  the  President  will  make  two  appointments  to 
that  commission  in  the  near  future,  and  as  we  all  know  how  you  stand  with  President 
Taft  we  want  your  aid  and  we  want  it  badly.  I  am  not  going  into  any  long  details  in 
this  letter,  but  I  wish  you  would  telegraph  me  the  moment  you  get  it,  and  if  you 
require  my  aid  I  will  come  to  you  at  once. 

I  am  dropping  out  some  of  the  letter  in  regard  to  Schwedtman. 
No.  3068  is  a  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter,  which  I  think  has  nothing 
of  importance  in  it. 

No.  3069  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which. you  wrote  to  Mr.  Sims,  is  it  not! 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

I  feel  that  my  services  in  Indiana,  according  to  what  you  stated  to  me  last  Monday, 
were  appreciated,  and  I  know  that  as  chairman  of  the  State  committee  you  can  get  the 
indorsement  of  Mr.  Schwedtman  by  that  committee  if  you  wish  to  do  so.  By  so  doing 
you  can  confer  one  of  the  greatest  favors  on  roe  and  on  the  many  friends  that  you  have 
m  our  association  that  it  is  possible  to  grant,  and  I  know  that  you  will  also  favor 
greatly  our  friend,  Mr.  James  E.  Watson,  by  such  action. 

No.  3070  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird,  which  I  think  has  nothing  of  im- 
portance in  it. 
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No.  3071  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  you,  which  I  think 
ha3  nothing  of  importance  in  it. 

No.  3072  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  W.  T.  Sims  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  which 
is  also  unimportant. 

No.  3073  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  which 
is  unimportant. 

3074-3076  is  part  of  a  letter.  There  seems  to  be  a  page 
omitted.  I  have  nere  page  1  and  a  sheet  numbered  page  2.  Both 
are  on  the  letterhead  oi  Watson,  Titsworth  &  Green,  and  I  will  ask 
you  if  those  two  sheets  are  part  of  a  communication  or  a  communi- 
cation, received  by  you  from  Mr.  Watson  ?  They  are  printed  here 
as  3074-3076. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  I  think  the  third  page 
is  missing. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this: 

I  wrote  a  letter  to  Schwedtman  this  morning  in  answer  to  one  I  received  from  him, 
and  in  it  I  complained  that  I  had  written  you  at  Baltimore,  but  could  not  get  any  re- 
sponse from  you .  I  thought  your  whole  ' '  bunch  "  had  gone  back  on  me,  but  your  letter 
reassured  me. 

The  President  personally  is  paying  no  attention  to  the  tariff  commission.  He  is 
only  appointing  the  persons  who  are  recommended  to  him  by  Secretary  MacVeagh  and 
will  not  under  any  circumstances  give  the  matter  any  personal  consideration. 

The  next  page  is  not  correctly  printed.     It  omits  these  words: 

Is  influential  politically  and  financially. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  what  connection  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  no  connection.     That  is  the  break. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  one  page  is  missing. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  those  words  in  the  letter  just  thrust  in 
there.  Now,  I  am  going  to  show  you  No.  3076  and  ask  you  if  that  is 
not,  in  your  opinion,  the  third  sheet  of  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  signed  in  typewriting  "James  E.  Watson." 
I  think  that  line  is  simply  a  typographical  error,  and  I  think  the  letter 
is  properly  complete  with  this  sheet. 

Senator  Walsh.  Has  that  the  heading  of  the  same  firm  ? 

Senator  Reed.  All  of  them  have  the  heading  "Watson,  Titsworth 
&  Green."  All  of  them  are  manifestly  written  on  the  same  type- 
writer, and  seem  to  have  been  written  at  the  same  time,  so  far  as  I 
can  see.     I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

Mr.  Roy  West  is  the  chairman  of  the  Republican  State  central  committee  at  111., 
and  a  member  of  the  tax  board  of  the  city  of  Chicago.  No  man  is  more  influential  than 
he. 

I  have  taken  this  matter  up  with  all  of  these  fellows  and  they  are  all  quietly  at  work 
to  influence  McVeagh.  If  they  can  not  reach  him  nobody  can,  and  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  nobody  can. 

If  he  were  a  Republican,  we  might  be  able  to  reach  him,  but  he  is  a  mugwump  and 
I  am  not  hopeful  of  final  success,  for  I  will  swear  that  I  never  on  earth  knew  what  to  do 
with  a  mugwump,  inasmuch  as  I  have  no  right  to  kill  him. 

I  am  now  at  Rushville,  and  all  you  have  to  do  is  to  telegraph  me  at  any  time  and  I 
can  meet  you  almost  anywhere  for  consultation. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3077  a  letter  from  James  E.  Watson  to  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  especially  to  this.  I  will  read  this 
letter: 

(3077.) 

Rushville,  Ind.,  September  t0t  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  What  became  of  our  hat  case  in  Danbury?  It  is  possible  that 
I  shall  be  compelled  to  come  east  before  long,  and  if  that  thing  is  still  on  tapis,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  pursue  it. 

Trusting  that  I  shall  see  you  soon,  I  am, 

Very  sincerely,  James  E.  Watson. 

Now,  what  was  that?  Did  that  relate  to  the  employment  of 
Mr.  Watson  as  an  attorney  by  this  concern  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  By  this  organization;  that  is,  the  employing  hat- 
ters' organization. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3078  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Littlepage,  and  I 
think  is  utterly  unimportant. 

No.  3079  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  on  the  letterhead  of  the 
Bucks  Stove  &  Range  Co.,  but  I  think  it  is  unimportant.  It  relates 
to  that  water  that  was  being  analyzed. 

No.  3080  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall,  which  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3081,  3082  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  signed  "Fred  A.  Sims, '  which 
I  think  is  unimportant. 

Is  3083  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bannon  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  is  Mr.  Bannon  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  An  ex-Member  of  Congress  from  the  eighth  district 
of  Ohio,  Henry  Bannon.     I  am  not  sure  of  the  district 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  a  district  in  Ohio,  anyway? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  the  Portsmouth  district,  as  they  called  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  They  indicated  a  long  time  ago  that  they  wanted 
to  get  Bannon  back  to  Congress,  and  tnis  i9  a  year  away  from  the 
time. 

Senator  Reed.  But  this  was  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bannon  signed  bv  Mr. 
Mulhall.  * 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Bird  wanted  a  letter  of  introduction  to  go  there 
and  collect  from  the  manufacturers  for  his  campaign  funds,  and  also 
to  solicit  membership,  and  I  gave  Mr.  Bird  the  letter  to  Mr.  Bannon. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3084  is  an  unimportant  letter  addressed  to  Mr. 
Edward  Booth. 

No.  3085  seems  to  be  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bannon.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

I  have  been  looking  for  that  long-promised  letter  for  some  time,  for  you  know  I  am 
extremely  anxious,  as  I  know  my  friend  Emery  is,  to  have  you  come  back  to  Wash- 
ington again  next  year.  I  have  nad  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  with  Portsmouth 
since  I  left  there  with  some  of  the  leading  strike  leaders,  and  the  letters  are  extremely 
friendly,  and  I  have  received  several  invitations  from  them  to  come  to  Portsmouth 
again. 

I  think  the  committee  understands  fully  about  that. 

3086,  3087  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  another  account  you  rendered 
the  association.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).     Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3088  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Van 
Cleave,  is  it  not? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  these  lines: 

And  I  have  seen  numerous  politicians  in  other  States,  which  I  know  will  have 
a  good  effect  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  along  the  lines  that  I  am  working  on. 
I  am  given  thoroughly  to  understand  by  the  leaders  of  the  East  here  that  there  will 
be  no  appointments  made  upon  the  new  tariff  commission  until  after  Congress  is  in 
session,  and  if  this  is  the  case  I  feel  certain  that  we  will  be  able  to  impress  the  President 
with  the  importance  of  appointing  Mr.  Schwedtman  upon  the  tariff  commission. 

No.  3089  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3088. 

3090,  3091  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  first  paragraph  should  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well;  will  you  please  read  it? 

Senator  Walsh  read  as  follows : 

For  the  last  two  weeks  I  have  been  on  the  go  as  hard  as  I  know  how  on  the  commission 
that  was  mapped  out  for  me  by  yourself  and  Mr.  Bird.  In  addition  to  that  I  have  been 
compelled  to  play  politics  in  my  home  State,  for  two  reasons.  One  reason  is  that  I 
believe  what  I  have  done  in  Maryland  helped  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  another  reason 
is  that  I  wish  to  do  all  I  possibly  can  to  beat  in  Maryland  this  fall  the  amendment  to 
the  constitution  disfranchising  the  colored  people  of  that  State,  which,  if  the  Demo- 
crats succeed  in  carrying,  will  make  it  a  one-party  State  and  will  wipe  out  of  Congress 
three  Republican  Members  that  now  come  from  that  State,  one  of  whom  is  the  nest 
friend  we  ever  had  in  Congress,  the  Hon.  Sidney  E.  Mudd.  In  my  opinion  Mr.  Mudd 
has  been  our  friend  to  a  greater  extent  than  any  other  man  we  have  had  in  Congress 
for  quite  a  number  of  years.  I  know  he  has  done  more  for  us  than  Mr.  Littlefield  and 
leaders  of  that  stripe,  for  Mudd  is  a  thoroughly  trained  politician  and  he  has  always 
been  outspoken  and  a  vigorous  fighter  against  the  policies  of  Sam  Gompers  and  labor 
leaders  of  that  stripe. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  another  part  that  I  think  perhaps  should 
be  read.     It  reads  as  follows: 

Since  I  have  written  you  last  I  have  seen  a  number  of  prominent  politicians  in  the 
East,  and  I  am  positive  I  am  having  sent  in  to  Mr.  Macveagh,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  some  very  strong  letters  endorsing  Mr.  Schwedtman.  From  the  best  informa- 
tion I  can  get,  I  am  told  by  leading  politicians  that  there  will  be  no  more  appointments 
made  upon  the  tariff  commission  for  some  time  to  come,  so  I  am  given  to  oelieve  that 
if  there  are  any  additions  made  to  this  commission  it  will  be  after  Congress  convenes, 
and  I  am  hoping  that  this  may  be  the  case,  for  it  will  give  us  a  chance  to  put  up  a 
splendid  fight  to  land  Mr.  Schwedtman,  among  the  Senators  and  Congressmen  when 
they  gather  in  Washington. 

I  expect  to  have  an  interview  to-morrow  morning  with  Vice  President  Sherman  and 
other  leaders  here,  and  after  consulting  with  Mr.  Bird,  he  believes  it  advisable  not  to 
seek  Mr.  Sherman's  aid  for  Mr.  Schwedtman  until  after  the  Vice  President  goes  to  St. 
Louis  to  attend  the  meeting  that  has  been  arranged  there  for  him  through  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man and  others. 

No.  3092  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Sims,  and  I  think  is  without 
any  importance. 

No.  3093  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3092. 

No.  3094  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Watson,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

I  fully  agree  with  you  that  it  is  Mr.  Mc Veagh  that  we  want  to  train  our  big  guns  on, 
and  we  have  been  doing  that  ever  since  we  received  your  letter.  I  have  been  in  Penn- 
sylvania, Illinois,  Ohio,  and  Maryland  since  I  saw  you  last,  and  I  am  sure  that  we  will 
get  splendid  endorsements  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  from  all  those  States  for 
our  friend.  I  will  be  greatly  pleased  if  vou  will  answer  this  letter  as  soon  as  you  receive 
it,  and  just  say  who  you  have  seen  ana  give  your  advice  as  to  what  is  necessary  to  do 
so  that  we  can  follow  up  your  advice  and  keep  the  good  fight  going. 

No.  3095  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3094. 
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No.  3096  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Watson,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

My  Dear  James:  Your  late  letter  in  relation  to  what  is  being  done  down  here  in 
the  hatters'  case  I  was  unable  to  answer  until  this  morning.  I  have  seen  several 
of  the  leading  manufacturers  among  the  hatters  here  since  yesterday  morning,  and  I 
am  given  thoroughly  to  understand  that  Mr.  Walsh,  the  attorney  that  they  got  to  draw 
their  papers  and  file  them  in  the  hatters1  case,  has  still  got  charge  of  the  case.  It 
has  been  pending  in  the  courts  here  for  several  months,  and  I  am  given  to  understand 
that  there  will  be  nothing  doing  on  that  case  for  some  time  to  come.  They  have 
employed  no  other  attorneys  outside  of  Walsh,  and  I  have  had  several  promises  that 
they  would  write  you  when  the  proper  time  came.  I  feel  certain  that  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  touch  me  up  so  far  as  your  interest  is  concerned,  for  I  have  always  had  an  inspi- 
ration that  you  are  going  to  be  President  some  day,  and  I  am  still  doing  my  best  to 
keep  in  your  good  graces. 

Did  you  see  these  parties  in  reference  to  having  Mr.  James  E. 
Watson  given  employment  in  this  case? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  brought  a  very  strong — I  brought  all 
the  influence  I  could  on  them — Mr.  Booth  was  running  a  big  hat 
factory  in  Philadelphia — using  our  friend  Feenev,  I  guess,  on  that 
mission,  and  also  I  made  several  visits  to  Mr.  berg  in  New  York. 
He  is  one  of  the  executive  board  of  that  organization,  and  also  a 
strong,  leading  hat  manufacturer  in  Danbury. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  what  did  you  offer  as  the  reason  why  they 
should  go  way  out  to  Indiana  and  get  an  attorney  from  that  State  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  wanted  a  constitutional  lawyer,  and  they 
were  willing  to  try  to  pay  back  to  this  organization  some  of  the  debt 
they  felt  they  owed  it  for  the  work  they  done  in  that  strike — in  the 
Danbury  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  A  debt  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  realized  that  Mr.  Watson  was  always  our 
friend. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  urge  that  as  a  reason  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  urged  it,  all  alon£,  as  a  reason. 

Senator  Reed.  You  handed  to  us  a  little  while  ago  a  letter  of 
September  16,  which  I  have  inadvertently  passed.  I  want  to  go 
back  and  give  it  a  number  and  introduce  it  at  this  point.  I  introduce 
it  as  No.  3072-A.  It  is  a  letter  dated  September  16,  1909,  to  John 
Kirby,  jr.  Did  you  send  a  letter,  of  which  that  is  a  copv,  to  Mr. 
Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  To  Mr.  Kirby;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  What  year  is  that,  please,  Senator? 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  is  dated  September  16,  1909.  I  will 
read  this,  because  it  has  not  been  printed.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3072-A.) 

September  16th,  1909. 
Mr.  John  Kikby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

Dayton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  I  am  very  proud  to  report  that,  for  the  few  days  I  have  been 
here,  I  have  accomplished  a  great  deal  more  than  I  anticipated.  After  a  brief  inter- 
view with  Mr.  McKinley  I  was  under  the  impression  that  I  could  not  get  the  in- 
formation he  desired  me  to  secure.  But  fortunately  I  ran  into  an  old  friend  of  mine 
here — Mr.  John  Dooley — who  is  thoroughly  posted  in  the  fourth  congressional  district 
(Mr.  McDermottJs)  and  Mr.  Dooley  introduced  me  to  State  Senator  Rainey,  of  Illinois, 
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and  other  leaders  in  this  city,  and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  Mr.  McDermott  will 
never  come  back  to  Congress  and  will  be  defeated  for  the  nomination  next  year.  Sen- 
ator Rainey,  of  this  city,  assured  me  of  that  fact,  and  with  Mr.  Dooley's  assistance  and 
some  little  things  I  have  done  myself  (I  would  like  very  much  to  have  you  keep  note 
of  what  I  am  writing  in  this  letter),  believe  you  will  find  it  to  be  an  accomplished  fact 
next  year. 

Mr.  McDermott,  as  I  wrote  in  some  of  my  reports  sometime  ago,  made  the  state- 
ment in  Washington  that  anything  the  Van  Cleave  crowd  wanted  he  was  against, 
00  by  retiring  Mr!  McDermott  to  private  life  again  I  believe  it  will  be  a  great  victory 
for  our  association. 

I  have  had  promises  from  many  of  the  leaders  here  that  they  would  help  us  to 
get  this  result,  so,  feeling  that  I  nave  made  a  success  of  what  was  wanted  by  our 
friends,  I  am  very  much  elated  about  the  work  accomplished  here. 

I  have  had  several  interviews  during  the  past  few  days  with  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr. 
Job  and  others  and  feel  we  will  keep  the  good  work  going.    So,  closing  with  very 
beet  wishes,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Faithfully,  yours, 

That  letter  is  dated  September  16,  1909,  and  refers  to  your  having 
been  at  some  place.     Where  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Chicago,  111. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  in  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  at  this  time  was  your  association — were  you — 
of  the  opinion  that  McDermott  ought  to  be  defeated  ? 

Mr.  mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Up  to  this  time,  then,  your  relations  with  Mr. 
McDermott  wrere  not  cordial  or  friendly  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  I  return  to  the  place  where  I  stopped  in  the 
regular  order. 

No.  3098  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Booth,  and  I  think  is  utterly  unimportant. 

No.  3099  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Bannon,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  it  simply  relates  to  efforts  to  get  him  back  into 
Congress,  and  to  the  visit  which  Mr.  Bird  is  going  to  pay. 

No.  3100  is  another  letter  of  introduction  to  JL  Philip  Bird,  and  I 
think  is  a  duplicate  of  the  one  that  has  been  printed. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a  duplicate 
of  the  one  that  I  gave  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Re^d.  I  think  the  clerk  of  the  committee  should  look  that 
up;  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  is  a  duplicate. 

3101,  3102,  are  duplicates  of  3090,  3091. 

No.  3103  is  an  unimportant  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Carson. 

No.  3104  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3103. 

3105,  3106  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman.  I  will  call  attention  to 
two  or  three  things  in  it. 

I  read  as  follows: 

There  were  two  large  meetings  that  were  arranged  for  in  Baltimore  when  I  was  in 
the  West  through  my  efforts,  and  I  am  extremely  anxious  to  see  them  carried  out  in 
good  shape,  ana  besides  thin,  I  have  visited  most  every  politiean  that  I  know  of  in 
the  East  since  I  wrote  you  last,  and  I  am  besieging  them  to  write  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  Mr.  MacVeagh,  in  your  behalf.  I  will  continue  making  this  effort  until 
Congress  meets,  and  I  have  many  plans  which  I  am  doing  my  best  to  carry  out. 

A  little  further  down  I  read  as  follows: 

There  was  a  meeting  held  opponite  my  home  in  a  small  park  on  the  20th  iiist.,  and 
there  were  over  a  thousand  people  present.  It.  was  a  kind  of  nonpartisan  gathering 
and  was  addressed  by  the  mayor  of  Baltimore  and  several  other  leaders  of  tnat  city. 
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A  little  further  down  again,  it  speaks  of  a  meeting  in  Mr.  MulhalTs 
house.    I  will  read  that: 

Besides  those  gentlemen,  there  were  present  Mr.  William  Carson,  who  is  heading 
the  county  ticket  in  that  city  and  county  this  fall,  and  Mr.  John  Hanson,  who  is  run- 
nine:  for  sheriff  on  the  Republican  ticket,  and  our  friend,  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  was  there  and 
made  a  neat  speech  on  that  occasion  to  those  present.  I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Bird 
got  a  first-class  lesson  in  politics  on  this  occasion,  and  I  would  not  be  at  all  surprised 
to  see  him  turn  out  as  an  active  politician  in  the  near  future. 

* 

Still  further  down  I  read  as  follows : 

I  have  made  arrangements  to  see  the  Vice  President,  Mr.  Sherman,  to-morrow 
morning,  and  I  have  brought  your  letter  of  September  6th  along  with  me  to  show  to 
Mr.  Sherman  and  will  try  to  have  him  set  a  date  for  the  meeting  that  you  are  arranging 
for  him  in  St.  Louis.  I  do  not  intend  to  say  anything  to  Sherman  about  your  being  a 
candidate  for  a  position  on  the  tariff  commission.  I  want  to  wait  and  try  to  hurry 
him  to  St.  Louis,  and  after  the  demonstration  there  I  think  he  will  be  very  willing  to 
aid  you. 

And  again: 

I  expect  to  leave  here  to-morrow  for  Rhode  Island  to  see  Senator  Aldrich's  secretary 
and  other  leaders  there,  and  I  will  be  more  prompt  with  my  letters  until  this  campaign 
is  over  and  try  to  keep  you  posted. 

3107,  3108  are  duplicates  of  3105  and  3106. 

No.  3109  is  unimportant. 

No.  3110  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3109. 

No.  3111  is  unimportant. 

No.  3112  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman.  I  think  it  is  unimportant. 
It  is  about  his  efforts  to  get  on  this  tariff  commission. 

3113,  3114  is  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr.  Bannon  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  it  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
I  received  from  Mr.  Bannon.  I  made  a  copy  of  the  letter.  I  believe 
it  was  sent  to  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

I  am  getting  things  pretty  well  lined  up  in  the  district  now.  My  friends  won  in 
Jackson  and  Adams  Counties  at  the  primaries  this  month,  which  assures  them  of 
control  at  the  next  congressional  convention. 

3115-3118  are  duplicates  of  3113,  3114. 

3119-3122  is  an  original  letter  which  you  received  from  James  E. 
Watson » 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  that  is  an  original 
letter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

(3119-22.) 

Watson,  Titsworth  &  Green, 

Rushville,  Ind.y  Oct.  1,  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Col.  :  In  Chicago  there  is  a  very  strong  coterie  of  Indiana  men  who  have 
made  good. 

Jim  Goodrich,  the  Republican  State  chairman  of  Indiana,  is  receiver  of  the  C.  C.  <fc 
L.  Railroad  and  is  now  and  has  been  in  Chicago  for  two  years. 

Hon.  W.  J.  Henley,  formerly  of  Rushville,  for  many  years  a  member  of  our  supreme 
court,  is  now  the  president  of  the  Belt  Railroad  and  all  the  terminal  roads  running 
in  Chicago,  the  largest  corporation  in  111. 

Mr.  Alvin  T.  Hert,  formerly  supt.  of  the  reformatory  in  Indiana,  is  now  president 
of  the  American  Creosoting  Co.,  and — 

There  is  a  break  here  indicated  in  the  print. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  on  the  next  page  a  duplicate,  3123,  3124. 
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Senator  Reed.  Will  you  follow  the  print  as  I  read  from  the  original 
letter,  and  we  will  see  whether  it  is  a  duplicate. 

Senator  Walsh.  Very  well. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  commence  at  the  paragraph  "Mr.  Alvin  T. 
Hert,  formerly  superintendent  of  the  reformatory  m  Indiana,  is  now 
president  of  tne  American  Creosoting  Co.,  and" 

There  the  letter  breaks  off,  seemingly. 

The  Chairman.  3123,  3124  seems  to  be  the  full  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  No,  it  is  not  the  full  letter.  In  3123,  3124  that 
sentence  appears  to  be  completed.  It  reads,  "is  now  president  of 
the  American  Creosoting  Co.,  and  is  influential,  politically  and 
financially."     I  will  read  on  from  there: 

Mr.  Roy  West  is  the  chairman  of  the  Republican  State  central  committee  at  Ill.a 
and  a  member  of  the  tax  board  of  the  city  of  Chicago.  No  man  is  more  influential 
than  he. 

I  have  taken  this  matter  up  with  all  of  these  fellows,  and  they  are  all  quietly  at 
work  to  influence  McVeagh.  If  they  can  not  reach  him  nobody  can,  and  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  nobody  can. 

If  he  were  a  Republican,  we  might  be  able  to  reach  him,  but  he  is  a  mugwump, 
and  I  am  not  hopeful  of  final  success,  for  I  will  swear  that  I  never  on  earth  knew  whac 
to  do  with  a  mugwump,  inasmuch  as  I  have  no  right  to  kill  him. 

That  looks  like  the  same  letter  that  we  read  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  have  got  the  sheets  of  two  letters  mixed, 
Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  the  clerk  of  the  committee  take  this 
original  Watson  letter,  together  with  the  copies,  and  see  if  it  is  not 
possible  to  straighten  out  the  difficulties  about  these  two  letters, 
3119-3122  and  3123,  3124. 

No.  3125  is  a  letter  from  Sims  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  not  important  enough  to  be  read. 

No.  3126  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3125. 

No.  3127  is  unimportant 

3128,  3129  is  a .duplicate  of  3123,  3124. 

No.  3130  is  unimportant. 

3131-3133  is  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  No.  3130  might  be  read.  I  will  read  this 
part  of  it: 

Dear  Colonel:  Ellsworth  wrote  you  in  full  to-day,  and  if  you  think  it  necessary 
for  him  to  come  to  New  York  to  meet  Messrs.  Sherman,  Parsons,  &  Bennett,  wire.  Mr. 
Nagel  has  returned  to  Washington  and  Frank  Hitchcock  is  in  Arizona,  so  Mr.  Merrill 
tola  Ellsworth,  and  also  told  him  Hitchcock  was  a  big  factor  in  making  appointments 
in  the  Census.  We  will  both  come  to  N.  Y.  if  you  think  it  best,  bat  leave  that  to  your 
judgment.    Nagel,  being  in  Washington,  ought  to  help  our  cause. 

Senator  Reed.  3131-3133  is  unimportant. 

No.  3134  is  a  telegram  you  received  from  H.  E»  Miles,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Muliiall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  reads: 

Hope  see  you  here  to-morrow.    Things  not  very  promising. 

3135,  3136  is  a  Gibson  letter.     That  is  unimportant. 
No.  3137  is  a  reply  to  Gibson.     That  is  unimportant. 
No.  3138  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3137. 
No.  3139  is  unimportant. 
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The  Chairman.  There  is  something  in  3135,  3136  that  should  be 
read: 

Mr.  Merrill,  the  disbursing  officer,  is  in  New  York  to-day,  and  upon  his  return 
to-morrow  we  will  know  more  about  the  exact  time  he  is  going  to  sign,  if  he  closes  his 
deal  there.  As  soon  as  he  does  resign  we  will  wire  you  to  Hotel  Imperial,  New  York, 
and  if  you  want  Ellsworth  to  come  to  New  York  to  meet  Mess.  Sherman,  Parsons,  ana 
Bennett  wire  him  or  me  to  address  £.  K.  Ellsworth,  No.  1415  North  Carolina  Ave. 
NE.,  Washington,  D.  C.  My  address  3032  E.  Baltimore  St.,  Baltimore,  Md.  If, 
however,  you  think  you  can  land  Ellsworth  by  seeing  the  Secretary,  he  is  now  in 
Washington,  and  we  will  be  glad  to  have  you  come  here  and  take  Ellsworth  in  person 
to  him. 

Who  was  Ellsworth  ? 
%    Mr.  Mulhall.  Ellsworth  was  the  chief  of  the  accounting  bureau 
gf  the  Census  Bureau,  and  he  wanted  to  be  transferred  to  this  new 
bureau  that  they  were  creating  for  the  postal  savings  banks. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  wanted  that  influence  brought  to  bear  to  have 
him  transferred. 
•  The  Chairman.  No.  3137  has  this  paragraph: 

Dear  Friend  Gibson:  Yours  of  the  4th  and  5th  have  just  been  received  and 
carefully  read,  and  also  the  letter  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  E.  K.  Ellsworth.  1  did  as  I 
promised  you  I  should  do.  The  moment  I  came  here  I  saw  Mr.  Bennet  and  Mr. 
Parsons,  and  I  had  Mr.  Boudinot,  our  secretary,  write  Mr.  Nagel  a  strong  letter  also. 

I  will  leave  here  at  one  p.  m.  for  Utica,  N.  Y.,  to  see  Mr.  Sherman,  and  I  will  show 
Mr.  Sherman  Mr.  Ellsworth's  letter  and  ask  him  as  a  personal  favor  to  me  to  have 
his  secretary  send  a  letter  to  Mr.  Nagel  to-day.  I  feel  positive  that  there  is  no  use  of 
my  coming  over  to  Washington,  as  suggested  by  Mr.  Ellsworth,  for  we  are  given  to 
understand  that  Mr.  Nagel  will  leave  Washington  this  afternoon  and  that  his  stay  at 
his  office  in  Washington  was  only  for  a  day  or  two. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  about  taking  care  of  some  of  their  friends. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Gibson  was  a  man  who  was  appointed  by  the 
influence  of  the  Workingmen's  Protective  Association  of  Baltimore. 

Senator  Reed.  In  the  Census  Office  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  he  gradually  rose  and  got  promoted,  and  at 
tjiat  time  Ellsworth  was  trying  to  be  transferred  from  the  Census 
Office,  and  he  wanted  to  step  into  Ellsworth's  place  when  he  left. 
.    Senator  Reed.  He  wanted  to  be  transferred  to  the  Postal  Savings 
Bureau  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Ellsworth  wanted  to  be  transferred  to  the  Postal 
Savings  Bureau,  and  Gibson  wanted  to  take  Ellsworth's  place  in 
the  Census  Bureau. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  place  Ellsworth  was  transferred 
to? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  in  the  postal  savings  service.  I  know 
that  I  saw  Gardner  and  others,  and  they  were  all  pledged  to  help 
him  out. 

The  Chairman.  Is  Ellsworth  in  office  now? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  He  is  making  a  deal  in  New  York  with  Parsons  and 
those  other  people,  Congressmen,  and  he  says  the  deal  is  closed.  He 
is  still  in  office,  is  ho  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  he  is. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  that  deal?  Was  that  the  one  you  re- 
ferred to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  the  one  I  was  trying  to  explain. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  is  referred  to  as  the  Merrill  deal.  Who  was 
Merrill? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  chief  of  a  bureau  in  the  Census  Office  at 
that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  I  marked  that  as  unimportant.  I  did  not  think  it 
was  going  into  that  phase  of  it.  I  may  have  left  out  something  here. 
I  have  gone  over  these  letters  hurriedly. 

No.  3140,  3141  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  tnat  you  wrote  to  Watson,  is  it  9 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  In  that  you  say: 

My  Dear  James:  I  have  been  wanting  for  some  time  to  make  a  full  statement  to 
you  in  relation  to  the  Miles  matter,  but  unfortunately  my  time  has  been  very  much 
taken  up  lately  and  I  have  not  been  able  to  reach  Rushville  or  Indianapolis  to  see  you. 
I  feel  positive  that  Mr.  Miles  is  not  overfriendly  to  you  and  me  at  the  present  tune, 
so  if  he  writes  you  any  letters  I  want  to  post  you  so  that  you  will  be  guarded  in  what 
you  say  to  him  until  you  see  some  of  your  friends  in  the  East. 

Senator  Walsh.  Miles  was  a  Republican  leader. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  had  been  removed  from  the  tariff  commission, 
and  he  blamed  Watson  and  myself  and  Mr.  Bird,  I  believe,  for  his 
removal.  That  letter  I  sent  to  New  York,  so  that  Mr.  Bird,  and  I 
guess  Mr.  Emery,  might  look  at  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Further  down  you  say: 

I  want  to  be  remembered  to  little  Jim  and  to  Mrs.  Watson  and  Kathryn  and  the 
others. 

Who  were  " little  Jim"  and  "the  others"  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  family  matters  in  Mr.  Watson's  home. 

Senator  Reed.  These  were  his  children  you  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  knew  his  chPdren  and  visited  his  house  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  that  I  wanted  to  bring  out.     3142, 

3143  are  duplicates  of  3140,  3141. 

No.  3144  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter. 

You  say: 

October  6,  1909. 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  short  letter  to  you  copies  of  letters  I  received 
from  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Sims,  and  also  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr. 
Kirby  to-day. 

I  have  been  extremely  busy  since  I  wrote  you  last.  I  spent  several  days  in  Rhode 
Island,  and  Sherman  is  extremely  anxious  to  have  us  do  some  favors  for  him  here. 
I  expect  to  meet  the  Vice  President  to-morrow  morning,  and  I  will  write  you  fully 
regarding  my  interview  with  him. 

Do  you  remember  what  those  favors  were  that  Sherman  wanted 
you  to  do  here  for  him?    This  was  October  6,  1909. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that  at  the  present  time,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3145  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Sims, 
is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

-  In  the  last  few  weeks  I  have  seen  at  least  thirty  of  the  leaders  of  the  Republican 
Party  in  the  Nation  in  the  interests  of  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  I  have  not  found  one 
yet  but  what  w  pleased  to  assist  us  with  Secretary  MacVeagh  to  secure  a  place  upon 
the  tariff  commission  for  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

*  *  *  *  *  *  -      * 

All  our  people  appreciate  very  much  the  support  of  our  Indiana  friends. 
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3146,  3147  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Kirby,  is  it  not? 
The  Chairman.  I  think  there  is  one  paragraph  in  No.  3146  that 
might  be  read. 
Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 
The  Chairman  (reading) : 

(3146,  3147.) 

October  6,  1909. 
John  Kirby,  Jr.,  Esq., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  For  several  days  of  last  week  I  was  in  Rhode  Island  and 
Massachusetts  on  a  mission  of  organization  work,  and  also  made  some  inquiries  while 
there  in  relation  to  Mr.  Schwedtman's  chances  for  appointment.  On  the  1st  and  2d 
I  attended  meetings,  one  in  Milford,  R.  I.,  and  another  in  Providence,  which  were 
gotten  up  for  me  by  Mr.  Ridge  and  others  of  those  cities  to  convince  me  of  the  splendid 
work  that  they  are  able  to  do  when  called  upon  in  that  location  to  help  Mr.  A  Id  rich. 
The  sentiment  of  Aldrich's  district  is  fairly  good  among  both  the  business  men  and  the 
labor  workers,  and  it  appears  to  me  now  tnat  he  will  have  an  easy  chance  to  return  to 
the  Senate  next  year. 

While  in  Providence  I  received  telegrams  from  Congressman  Bennet,  chairman  of 
the  Republican  campaign  committee,  of  this  city,  and  also  a  phone  message  from  Vice 
President  Sherman's  secretary,  and  they  called  up  our  office  here  in  New  York  and  also 
sent  several  telegrams  and  phone  messages  to  my  home  address  in  Baltimore.  They 
were  extremely  anxious  to  get  me  back  here  to  help  out  in  this  campaign.  Vice 
President  Sherman  is  very  anxious  to  have  a  Republican  mayor  elected  in  this  city 
this  fall;  and  also  several  Members  of  Congress,  including  Mr.  Bennet,  Mr.  Dwight,  and 
others,  are  helping  out  and  will  be  extremely  grateful  if  we  can  give  them  any  aid.  I 
had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Bennet  and  Mr.  Sherman's  secretary  yesterday,  and  at  the 
request  of  the  Vice  President  I  am  going  to  Utica  to-night  and  have  an  interview  with 
him  to-morrow  morning.  I  procured  for  them  yesterday,  through  the  Retail  Dry 
Goods  Association,  a  list  of  over  100,000  names  of  employees  of  that  organization,  and 
to-day  I  got  several  thousand  more,  so  we  will  be  able  to  do  for  Sherman  what  he  wishes 
done  and  make  an  extra  good  showing  in  this  city  this  fall  without  cost  to  our  organi- 
zation. 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  copy  of  letter  I  received  from  Mr. 
Watson;  also,  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Henry  Bannan,  which  may  give  you  some 
information.  You  will  also  please  find  a  clipping  from  the  Baltimore  News,  which 
will  be  pretty  near  the  program  we  will  be  up  against  when  Congress  meets  this  session. 

I  had  a  pleasing  interview  this  afternoon  with  Judge  Davenport,  and  he  thinks  we 
will  have  the  fight  of  our  life  in  Washington  this  winter.  I  will  write  you  fully  of  my 
interview  with  Mr.  Sherman. 

3148,  3149  are  duplicates  of  3146,  3147. 

No.  3150,  addressed  to  Mr.  J.  G.  Battelle,  I  think  should  be  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it : 

You  say  that  you  would  like  to  have  any  information  that  I  may  be  able  to  give  you 
in  relation  to  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles  and  his  position  on  the  tariff  committee.  I  know  that 
you  will  have  been  informed  from  this  office  before  this  letter  reaches  you  that  Mr. 
Miles  has  completely  resigned  from  all  of  our  tariff  committees.  Mr.  D.  A.  Tompkins 
has  taken  his  place  as  chairman  of  the  tariff  commission  committee,  and  I  feel  that 
the  tariff  agitation  for  some  time  is  over.  This,  I  am  strongly  under  the  impression,  will 
help  our  association  in  more  ways  than  one,  for  Mr.  Miles,  in  my  opinion  and  from 
what  I  have  seen  for  the  last  few  years  in  Washington,  has  done  great  injury  to  our 
organization  with  the  leaders  of  both  parties  upon  the  tariff  question;  so  for  that  reason 
I  thank  God  that  we  will  have  a  rest  on  tariff  for  some  time,  so  far  as  our  association  is 
concerned.  We  will  need  this  rest,  for  we  expect  a  very  strenuous  winter  in  Washing- 
ton this  coming  session,  as  the  labor  unions  will  make  the  strongest  fight  they  have 
ever  made  yet  to  realize  the  boycott  and  get  a  new  injunction  bill  before  Congress, 
and  from  wnat  we  can  see  by  Mr.  Taft's  speeches  and  the  aid  that  he  is  giving  them  at 
the  present  time  we  will  have  the  fight  of  our  lives,  and  by  the  time  this  fight  is  over 
the  tariff  issue  and  Mr.  Miles  will  be  forgotten. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3151  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3150. 
No.  3152  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3144. 
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No.  3153  I  am  going  to  read,  because  of  the  view  of  the  committee 
a  little  while  ago.    Is  that  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Gibson? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  as  follows: 

(3153.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  7, 1909. 

Dear  Colonel:  Mr.  Merrill  has  recommended  Ellsworth  very  strongly  to  the 
director  as  his  successor  to  be  the  disbursing  clerk,  and  we  feel  sure  if  you  could  come 
to  Washington  and  see  Mr.  Nagel  the  job  could  be  closed  up  and  Ellsworth  made. 
Merrill  will  be  with  us  for  a  short  time  yet,  and  we  hope  you  can  come  to  Washington 
at  an  early  day  and  land  Ellsworth. 

Sincerely,  Gibson. 

Sent  several  wires  and  letter  to  you  at  this  same  address. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Gibson. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  dated  October  7,  but  the  telegram  say- 
ing " Merrill  deal  closed;  ready  to  proceed;  see  letters  mailed  Hotel 
Imperial"  is  dated  the  6th  of  October. 

No.  3154  is  another  telegram  from  Gibson,  which  reads: 

Ellsworth  wired  you  yesterday  above  address.    No  reply  received.    Answer. 

Geo.  W.  Gibson. 

That  is  a  telegram  you  got  from  Gibson,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  from  Gibson. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3155  is  another  letter  from  Bannon,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  part  of  that  letter: 

When  Mr.  Bird  came  here  I  was  very  busy  in  court;  but  I  gave  him  all  the  time  I 
possibly  could,  attended  a  meeting  with  him  in  the  city,  and  I  believe  put  him  in 
the  way  of  doing  some  good. 

If  I  can  be  of  any  service  to  you  next  winter,  let  me  know.  You  know  I  am  a  pretty 
good  hand  at  finding  out  what  is  going  on. 

Yours,  truly,  Henry  Bannon. 

Do  you  know  what  he  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  mean  what  he  referred  to  by  "what  Is  going, 
en"? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed. ..He  says: 

If  I  can  be  of  any  service  to  you  next  winter,  let  me  know.  You  know  I  am  a  pretty 
good  hand  at  finding  out  what  is  going  on. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Bannon  always  gave  us  information  regarding 
the  workings  of  ^  the  Judiciary  Committee  while  he  was  on  it,  and  1 
suppose  that  is  what  he  refers  to. 

Senator  Reed.  Coming  here  to  Washington  to  work  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  would  be  willing  to,  I  understood  it  from  that 
letter. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  the  way  you  understood  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3156  is  a  letter  from  Sims  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says : 

Am  just  in  receipt  of  your  very  kind  favor.  I  assure  you  it  is  a  pleasure  of  all  of  us 
to  help  our  friends,  and  especially  those  who  stood  by  us  through  the  dark  hours  of 
the  late  fight.  If  there  is  anything  that  I  may  be  able  to  accomplish  for  you  personally 
or  otherwise  I  shall  be  pleased  to  know  of  it. 
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No.  3157  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  and  I  think  it  is  utterly  unim- 
portant. 

No.  3158  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  Mr.  Hoile,  secretary 
t)f  the  Manufacturers'  Association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  In  that  you  say: 

Ab  I  stated  to  you  briefly  this  morning,  some  of  our  members  are  arranging  to  meet 
the  candidate  for  mayor  on  the  Republican  ticket,  Mr.  Bannard,  and  the  Hon.  William 
H.  Bennet,  his  campaign  manager,  and  others,  at  the  Machinery  Club,  on  next  Mon- 
day at  12.30,  for  lunch.  We  would  be  greatly  pleased  if  you  would  join  us  on  this 
occasion.  There  will  be  eight  or  ten  members  from  our  association  present,  Mr.  Emery 
and  Mr.  Bird  among  them. 

I  would  like  to  know  if  there  was  anything  they  did  not  put  their 
noses  into. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  in  relation  to  a  banquet  at  the  Machinery 
Club. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3159  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3158. 

I  hand  you  No.  3160.     What  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Joy, 
who  was  a  director  of  the  Manufacturers1  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  just  a  little  of  this: 

Your  letter  of  September  7  was  received  by  me  yesterday.  I  am  extremely  sorry 
for  the  long  delay  in  getting  your  letter,  but  as  I  have  been  continually  on  the  go 
in  different  congressional  districts  for  the  last  few  weeks,  I  received  but  very  little 
of  my  mail. 

Had  you  been  during  this  time  going  from  one  congressional  district 
to  another? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  At  the  direction  of  this  organization  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  were  you  going  to  these  congressional  districts 
to  do? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  do  campaign  work;  what  they  called  general  field 
work;  that  is,  looking  after  the  candidates  and  their  wants. 

Senator  Reed.  The  campaign  had  hardly  started  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  yesterday  that  their  campaign  never  ended. 
It  was  the  entire  year  around. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3161  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3160. 

No.  3162  is  unimportant. 

3163,  3164  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  I  read  from  it  as 
follows: 

I  wrote  you  last  week  after  my  return  from  Rhode  Island,  and  for  the  last  few  days 
I  have  been  actively  engaged  here  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Sherman  and  other  national 
leaders  helping  out  in  the  city  campaign.  Nearly  the  entire  congressional  delegation 
of  this  State  is  greatly  interested  in  the  defeat  of  Tammany  Hall,  and  yesterday  I 
made  arrangements  through  Congressman  William  H.  Bennet  to  have  the  Republican 
candidate  for  mayor,  Mr.  Bannard,  Mr.  Pendergrast,  who  is  running  for  city  comp- 
troller, and  Mr.  Mitchell,  chairman  of  the  board  of  aldermen,  take  lunch  with  Messrs. 
Bird,  Boudinot,  Hode,  Nevins,  ex-Oongressman  Watson,  Col.  Thayer,  of  Indianapolis, 
and  others,  at  the  Machinery  Club  in  this  city.  The  candidates  for  office  clearly 
outlined  their  plan  of  campaign,  and  their  manager,  Congressman  Bennet,  anxiously 
solicited  our  aid  for  the  next  iew  weeks.  I  have  been  very  successful  in  getting  help 
for  them  through  the  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association  of  Greater  New  York,  and  I  have 
secured  for  them  through  the  secretaries  of  different  organizations  over  100,000  names, 
and  we  will  organize  meetings  for  them  to  help  them  out  for  the  balance  of  the  cam- 
paign .    This  work  will  be  done  entirely  without  cost  to  our  association .    Any  expenses 
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that  may  be  incurred  will  be  borne  by  the  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association,  Mr.  Bloom 
ingdale,  the  head  of  that  organization,  assuring  us  that  if  we  need  funds,  he  would 
raise  them  to  help  us  out. 

I  know  what  we  are  doing  here  will  greatly  please  the  Vice  President  and  other 
leaders  in  Congress,  for  I  have  seen  the  following  Members  of  Congress  from  the  New 
York  delegation  since  I  have  been  in  this  vicinity:  Hon.  William  W.  Cox,  Hon.  Otto 
G.  Foelker,  Hon.  Charles  B.  Law,  Hon.  Richard  Young,  Hon.  William  M.  Calder, 
Hon.  George  N.  South  wick,  Hon.  George  W.  Fairchilds,  Hon.  J.  Van  Vechten  Olcott, 
Hon.  William  S.  Bennet. 

All  of  these  gentlemen  are  actively  engaged  here  in  the  city  campaign,  and  I  am 
positive  that  what  little  we  may  do  here  will  reflect  credit  upon  our  association  and 
help  us  in  the  coming  campaign  in  Washington  this  winter.  I  am  sending  you  this 
information  so  that  you  may  know  what  I  am  engaged  in,  at  the  present  time,  and  I 
am  very  confident  of  getting  splendid  results,  which  I  feel  sure  will  please  yourself 
and  our  old  chief. 

No.  3165  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  I  want  to  call 
attention  to  this: 

I  had  a  long  and  pleasing  interview  here  yesterday  with  our  friend,  the  Hon.  James 
E.  Watson,  and  Col.  Thayer,  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Watson  and  I  went  fully  over  the  tariff 
commission  situation,  and  I  am  very  much  pleased  with  the  interview  I  had  with  him 
upon  this  subject.  Mr.  Watson  believes,  as  I  do,  that  there  will  be  additional  members 
appointed  to  this  commission,  but  there  will  be  nothing  done  until  Congress  meets. 
Mr.  Watson  assures  me  that  he  will  be  in  Washington  all  next  winter,  and  he  and  I  will 
work  together  in  every  way  we  possibly  can  to  get  results  in  relation  to  the  tariff  com- 
mission. Mr.  Watson  also  informs  me  that  just  as  soon  as  the  President  returns  he  will 
come  to  Washington  and  we  will  see  the  President  on  this  subject. 

The  Chairman.  3166,  3167  is  a  duplicate  of  3163.  3164;  that  is,  the 
letters  seem  to  be  duplicates. 

Senator  Heed.  No.  3168  is  a  letter  that  I  think  is  unimportant. 
It  is  from  Gibson. 

No.  3169  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  to  Gibson,  which  I  think  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3170  I  think  is  unimportant,  except  that  it  throws  light  on  the 
other  letters.  It  is  signed  "  J.  C.  Ochiltree,  secretary  to  the  president. " 
Had  he  become  secretary  to  the  president  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  the  Dayton  secretary  to  President  Kirbv. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  inquire  who  wrote  No.  3169,  which 
is  addressed  to  George  Gibson?     It  says: 

I  have  been  informed  by  Mr.  Bennet,  the  chairman  of  the  city  committee  here,  that 
your  man  Ellsworth  has  been  appointed  in  Merrill's  place,  etc. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  write  No.  3169? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  3170  I  will  read  it  because  it  may  throw  light 
on  this  New  York  campaign.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3170.) 

Dayton.  Ohio,  October  13,  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Care  of  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

170  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Dear  Sir:  Yours  of  the  12th  instant,  addressed  to  Mr.  Kirby,  relating  to  the  civic 
campaign  in  New  York,  finds  Mr.  Kirby  absent  in  New  York  City,  and  when  he 
returns  the  latter  part  of  the  week  your  letter  will  be  submitted  to"  him  for  consid- 
eration. 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  C.  Ochiltree, 

Secretary  to  the  President. 
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No.  3171  I  think  is  unimportant.  It  is  about  that  Ellsworth 
matter. 

No.  3172  is  merely  a  short  account  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

3173-3176  are  duplicates  of  Nos.  3177,  3178. 

3177,  3178  is  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  sent  this  association, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Part  of  the  time  covered  by  that  account  you  were 
engaged  in  the  campaign  in  New  York,  were  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  and  in  Providence. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  campaign  going  on  in  Providence? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  campaign  to  help  Senator  Aldrich,  or  get 
information  for  Senator  Alarich. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  item: 

For  entertaining  six  members  of  the  hotel  clerks'  association,  $5.50. 

Did  you  entertain  these  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3179,  I  think,  is  utterly  unimportant. 

3180-3187  appears  to  be  some  sort  of  brief  or  some  law  or  proposed 
eight-hour  law  m  Massachusetts.  Can  you  tell  us  where  you  got 
that  or  what  it  is  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  copy  of  an  act,  I  think,  riven  to  me  by  Mr. 
C%  C.  Cox,  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works,  Boston,  Mass. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  an  argument  there  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  think  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant,  I  think. 

The  next,  No.  3188,  is  simply  a  bill  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

No.  3189  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3190,  3191,  3192  is  another  bill  rendered  this  association. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  So  also  is  3193,  3194,  3225,  3226.  That  is  a  copy 
of  a  bill  which  you  rendered  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3195  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirbyf 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  letter: 

(3195.) 

October  20,  1909. 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  For  the  last  few  days  I  have  been  devoting  my  time  between 
Maryland  and  this  citv.  and  just  as  soon  as  I  learn  that  Senator  Aldrich  is  back  I  shall 
go  to  Rhode  Island  to  see  him,  as  requested  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  others  of  the  legis- 
lative committee  of  o  ir  association,  and  get  his  expression  as  to  how  he  stands  regarding 
the  policy  of  our  association.  We  are  holding  our  friends  in  this  vicinity  through  the 
work  we  are  doing,  and  1  feel  positive  that  we  are  pleasing  Mudd  and  the  others  in 
Maryland,  and  Sherman  and  our  friends  here. 

I  was  extremely  pleased  with  your  article  in  American  Industries  for  October,  ask- 
ing: 'Where  does  President  Taft  stand?  "  Several  of  the  politicians  of  this  city  have 
called  my  notice  to  your  article,  and  the  chairman  of  the  city  committee  in  Baltimore, 
Mr.  Piatt ,  and  others  commented  likewise,  and  they  all  think  it  is  the  right  kind  of  an 
article  at  the  right  time.  If  our  people  had  taken  this  stand  six  months  ago  and 
demanded  from  the  Republican  leaders  what  belongs  to  us,  Taft  would  never  have  made 
his  Chicago  labor  speech.  I  have  been  urging  Emery,  Bird,  and  the  others  to  carry 
out  such  a  policy  as  this,  and  I  thank  God  that  you  have  had  the  courage  to  go  ahead 
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and  convince  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  that  they  are  playing  poor  politics 
by  continuing  to  toady  to  their  enemies  and  ours. 

I  had  a  short  interview  with  Mr.  Sherman  in  New  York,  and  when  I  called  his 
attention  to  the  President's  speech,  he  answered  my  remarks  by  wanting  to  know 
if  we  were  not  politicians  ana  if  we  could  not  understand  the  rresidenrs  speech. 
I  answered  him  that  I  thought  it  was  very  poor  policy  for  the  President  to  make  such 
a  speech,  and  that  if  they  wished  to  have  a  Republican  Congress  next  year,  they 
must  change  their  policy  and  support  the  business  men  and  manufacturers  who  won 
out  for  them  last  year  all  over  this  Nation.  The  old  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party, 
such  as  Quay  and  McKinley,  have  always  sought  the  aid  of  the  manufacturers  to  carry 
them  to  victory,  but  the  so-called  "new  leaders,"  such  as  Postmaster  General  Hitch- 
cock, Congressman  Parsons,  of  this  city,  the  Republican  boss,  and  a  few  others,  seem 
to  think  it  is  good  policy  to  continually  strike  at  the  manufacturer.  This  is  plainly 
to  be  seen  in  the  present  campaign  in  this  city,  and  where  the  Republicans  had  a 
good  chance  to  win  two  weeks  ago  they  are  steadily  losing  ground  under  Parsons, 
Hitchcock,  and  the  rest  on  account  of  these  very  same  tactics. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  continue  to  fire  a  few  more  bombs  into  their  ranks 
euch  as  you  have  fired,  and  I  am  very  proud  to  learn  that  our  legislative  committee 
will  call  on  the  President  just  as  soon  as  he  returns  and  request  him  to  keep  out  of  his 
message  to  Congress  any  recommendations  to  help  the  leaders  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  in  the  policies  they  are  mapping  out  for  the  coming  winter. 

At  my  interview  this  morning  with  Mr.  Bird  1  suggested  that  that  article  ought  to 
be  sent  to  the  Cabinet  ministers  and  to  every  Member  of  Congress,  so  that  it  would 
reach  Mr.  Taft  in  many  ways  and  let  him  know  that  he  will  have  a  Democratic  Con- 
gress on  his  hands  if  he  continues  to  give  aid  to  Mr.  Gompers  and  that  crowd  of  pirates. 

Hoping  that  you  have  returned  safely,  believe  me  to  be, 

Very  faithfully,  yours,  . 

The  next  letter,  No.  3197,  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3198,  addressed  to  Mr.  Booth,  I  think  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  Booth  of  the  hatters,  is  it  not  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know.     It  is  addressed  "Dear  Friend  Ed." 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Then  that  is  the  labor  leader  in  Baltimore. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3199  is  a  Carson  letter,  which  I  think  is  unim- 
portant. 

I  think  the  same  thing  in  regard  to  No.  3200. 

No.  3201  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Hanch, 
of  the  Nordyke  &  Marmon  Co.,  of  Indianapolis.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

My  Dear  Hanch  :  I  was  extremely  pleased  to  see  you  in  this  city,  and  I  feel  that 
the  talk  I  had  with  you  did  me  a  lot  of  good,  for  there  is  nothing  that  makes  a  fellow 
feel  so  good  as  to  know  that  he  has  a  true  and  sincere  friend.  After  leaving  you  I  met 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  had  an  extended  interview  with  him,  and  he  told  me  that  there 
was  a  vacancy  on  the  legislative  committee  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense — 

Did  this  National  Organization  for  Industrial  Defense  have  a 
legislative  committee? 

Air.  Mulhall.  I  guess  that  was  Mr.  Emery's  committee.  Mr. 
Hanch  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  several  others  came  to  Washington 
at  different  times,  and  I  guess  Mr.  Emery  managed  that  affair  of  it. 
I  saw  very  little  of  those  gentlemen  when  thev  came  here,  because 
Mr.  Emery  generally  manipulated  that  part  of  the  work. 

Senator  Reed.  Anyway,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  you  that  informa- 
tion, did  he  ?  % 

Mr.  Muliiall.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  that  information,  that  there  was 
4i  committee  of  this  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  further — 

and  I  suggested  vour  name  for  the  appointment.  I  would  be  greatly  pleased  if  you 
would  accept  it  if  it  is  tendered  to  you,  for  I  know  that  you  would  make  a  splendid 
member  of  the  committee,  and  there  is  nothing  on  earth  that  would  please  me\>^\X«t 
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than  to  have  you  meet  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  and  be  in  close  touch  with 
them,  as  you  would  be  if  you  were  a  member  of  this  committee. 

In  mv  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  last  week  in  this  city  he  stated  that  he  would  be 
in  Washington  four  months  of  next  year,  so  I  would  like  to  see  you  in  close  touch 
with  Watson  and  the  Indiana  leaders,  for  I  am  positive  that  Watsdn  will  be  the  candi- 
date for  governor  again,  and  you  and  he  are  young  and  strong  and  would  make  a  great 
team  for  good  work  in  the  future. 

I  will  be  in  Washington  all  next  winter,  so  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
that  you  were  placed  on  the  legislative  committee  along  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  which 
will  give  me  a  chance  to  see  you  often  and  which  would  enable  us  to  do  good  work 
for  our  splendid  organization. 

It  appears  from  that  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  a  member  of  this 
legislative  committee. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe,  after  you  read  that  letter,  it  explained  it 
was  the  legislative  committee  of  this  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Keed.  Ah,  that  is  the  committee  of  100  that  was  created 
at  the  Indianapolis  banquet? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  the  Indianapolis  convention. 

Senator  Reed.  They  had  an  executive  committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  they 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  think  they  also  had  a  legislative  committee  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  they  subdivided  that  committee  so  that 
there  were  several  prominent  gentlemen  who  took  a  leading  part 
when  they  came  here,  such  as  Mr.  Cobb  and  ex-Go  v.  Guila,  and 
people  that  Mr.  Cobb  would  call  to  Washington  here 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  state  now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  a 
number  of  men  representing  this  Manufacturers'  Association  did  come 
to  Washington  for  the  purpose  of  looking  after  matters  legislative  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  on  frequent  occasions. 

Senator  Reed.  Whether  they  represented  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense,  or  whether  they  represented  the  tariff  commis- 
sion organization,  or  whether  they  represented  the  Manufacturers' 
Association,  it  was  some  one  of  these  allied  concerns  that  they  came 
here  to  represent  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator,  may  I  make  an  inquiry?  I  offered  to  the 
committee  some  time  ago  the  names  of  a  number  of  persons  to  be 
subpoenaed,  one  of  whom  lately  got  the  information  as  to  this  tariff 
association,  which  had  its  headquarters  in  New  York  and  which,  I 
think,  had  headquarters  here  for  a  while.  That  association  has  put 
out  considerable  literature.  It  covers  the  names  of  all  those  com- 
mittees to  which  you  have  referred,  and  we  can  give  you  all  the 
literature  along  that  line. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  kindly  have  your  bookkeeper  here  to- 
morrow morning  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  My  bookkeeper? 

Senator  Reed.  The  bookkeeper  of  this  association. 

Mr.  Emery.  He  is  in  Washington.  He  has  been  in  touch  with  the 
committee  since  yesterday  afternoon. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  know  that. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  a  bookkeeper? 

Mr.  McCarter.  He  has  been  here  for  two  days. 

The  Chairman.  I  knew  he  was  here;  but  I  asked  Mr.  Emery  if  he 
had  a  bookkeeper. 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  3202  is  unimportant.  No.  3203  is  a  duplicate 
of  3202. 

No.  3204  is  unimportant. 

No.  3205  is  unimportant. 

No.  3206  may  be  of  some  importance.  That  is  a  Hanch  letter* 
It  is  addressed  to  Col.  Mulhall  and,  in  part,  reads  as  follows: 

Your  esteemed  favor  of  the  21st  is  at  hand,  and  I  wish  to  thank  you  for  all  of  the  kind 
things  you  have  said.  It  was  eaually  a  pleasure  to  me  to  have  a  chance  to  be  with 
you  again,  and  I  am  only  sorry  that  I  did  not  see  you  a  longer  time  before  I  left  New 
York  to  have  an  opportunity  to  be  more  with  you.  Of  course,  it  will  be  quite  an 
honor  to  be  appointed  a  member  of  the  legislative  committee,  and  if  appointed  the* 
honor  would  be  duly  appreciated.  As  to  whether  or  not  I  can  actively  serve  if  placed 
on  the  committee  I  can  hardly  say  at  this  time. 

That  is  signed  "C.  C.  Hanch." 
No.  3207  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3208  is  a  small  hotel  bill,  and  I  think  it  is  unimportant. 
No.  3209  is  unimportant. 
No.  3210  is  unimportant. 
No.  3211  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3210. 

No.  3212  I  think  is  unimportant,  except  the  postscript,  which  reada 
as  follows: 

P.  S. — Senator  Bristow,  of  Kansas,  spoke  before  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association 
last  Tuesday  night.  I  believe  Mr.  Emery  has  succeeded  in  becoming  fairly  well 
acquainted  with  him,  but  the  Senator  knows  practically  nothing  about  the  labor 
question. 

No.  3213  I  think  is  unimportant* 

No.  3214  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3215  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that: 

(3215.) 

Dayton,  Ohio,  October  23,  1909. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  On  my  return  yesterday  I  found  your  favors  of  the  13th  and 
20th,  and  was  especially  interested  in  what  you  say  in  the  latter  letter. 

I  don't  believe  it  would  do  us  any  harm  if  Mr.  Taft  should  accidentally  or  other- 
wise happen  to  read  what  1  had  to  say  about  his  Chicago  speech,  nor  do  I  think  it 
will  do  any  harm  to  let  the  politicians  generally  know  about  it.  They  will  be  the- 
better  prepared  for  the  "iniquities"  that  are  to  come  if  they  get  a  few  expressions 
from  us  as  to  what  we  think  of  Taft's  "  battledore  and  shuttlecock "  policy. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Care  of  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

170  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

No.  3216  is  another  account  which  you  rendered  the  association, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3217  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3216. 

No.  3218  is  in  regard  to  a  personal,  family  matter,  and  I  think  it 
should  be  stricken  out. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  It  will  be  so  marked. 

3219,  3220  is  a  letter  which  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3221  is  unimportant. 
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No.  3222  is  unimportant. 
No.  3223  is  unimportant. 

No.  3224  is  a  letter  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about.  That  is  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Miles,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Part  of  the  letter  reads  as  follows: 

• 

I  just  happen  to  run  across  a  letter  I  sent  to  our  tariff  executive  committee  June 
17th.  the  first  part  of  which  reads  as  follows: 

"I  am  in  receipt  this  morning  of  letter  from  our  legislative  friend  in  Washington 
reading  as  follows: 

"  'No  one  can  know  definitely  at  all  about  what  situation  the  bill  will  be  in  by  that 
time.' " 

Do  you  know  who  that  legislative  friend  was  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3227  is  a  duplicate  of  3193,  3194. 

No.  3228  is  a  duplicate  of  3225,  3226. 

No.  3229  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3227. 

No.  3230  is  unimportant. 

No.  3231  is  unimportant. 

No.  3232  I  think  is  unimportant.     It  is  a  newspaper  article. 

No.  3233  is  unimportant. 

3234-3236  is  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  It  ought  to  be  stricken  from  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  3234-3236  appears  to  be  altogether  personal,  and 
it  should  be  stricken  from  the  record. 

3237-3239  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  a  paragraph  or  two  of  this  letter: 

I  fully  believe  from  information  I  am  receiving  that  Pres.  Taft  has  large  pressure 
brought  upon  him  from  the  Eastern  States  by  the  labor  unions  to  get  the  President's 
aid  this  winter  to  assist  them  in  their  program  and  to  carry  out  their  policies.  I  was 
completely  surprised  to  see  how  the  labor  unions  are  in  charge  of  the  affairs  in  Boston. 
That  city  is  completely  run  by  the  labor  organizations.  I  not  only  got  this  from  the 
gentleman  I  mentioned  above,  but  I  also  got  it  from  Mr.  Alfred  E.  Cox,  treasurer 
and  manager  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works  of  East  Boston,  Mass.,  and  he  assured  me  that 
Sen.  Crane  and  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  were  taking  their  orders  from 
the  labor  unions,  and  he  agrees  with  me  that  Roosevelt  and  Taft  are  largely  influenced 
by  the  eastern  Senators  and  the  congressional  delegation  from  that  State. 

While  working  here  in  New  York  City  I  was  called  East  by  Mr.  Bird  arid  introduced 
to  Mr.  Cox,  and  was  instructed  by  Mr.  Bird  to  assist  Mr.  Cox  in  any  way  I  could  do  so. 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Cox  I  started  some  labor  workers  to  aid  Gov.  Draper.  I 
found  that  there  were  two  very  large  and  strong  organizations  of  labor  in  Boston,  the 
Knights  of  Labor  and  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  Both  of  these  organiza- 
tions are  fighting  each  other  all  over  the  country,  so  it  would  take  but  very  little  work 
in  that  section  to  get  the  assistance  of  the  Knights  of  Labor  to  be  used  against  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor.    This  I  tried  to  do  while  there. 

I  £0t  eight  or  ten  workers  from  the  Knights  of  Labor  to  do  campaign  work,  and  I 
was  in  daily  touch  with  the  men  for  the  few  days  I  was  there.  I  feel  confident  that 
the  labor  unions  are  not  effective,  so  far  as  politics  are  concerned,  and  it  would  not 
take  much  work  to  show  to  the  politicians  that  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  has 
but  very  little  influence  in  the  Eastern  States,  and  if  there  was  an  active  campaign 
carried  out  for  a  few  months  I  feel  that  it  would  do  our  organization  a  very  large  amount 
of  good  in  Washington  and  to  show  to  the  eastern  Senators  that  the  labor  unions  have 
no  more  voting  strength  than  they  shewed  at  the  election  just  closed  in  Maryland, 
for  I  am  very  proud  to  state  to  you  that  we  completely  cleaned  out  Gompers  and  his 
crowd  in  Baltimore  and  in  and  around  Maryland.  We  elected  Mr.  Carson,  who  is 
strongly  antilabor,  as  clerk  of  the  circuit  court  of  Baltimore,  and  Mr.  Hanson  for  sheriff. 
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I  will  omit  what  follows;  and  then,  further  down,  we  find  this: 

We  helped  Senator  Aldrich  in  Rhode  Island.  His  man  for  governor  won  out  in 
that  State  and  his  candidate  for  mayor  won  in  the  city  of  Providence.  The  election 
in  this  city  went  about  the  way  we  wanted  it,  and  it  will  do  our  association  a  large 
amount  of  good  in  the  future  if  we  need  it. 

No.  3240,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3241  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3240. 
No.  3242,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3243,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3244  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3243. 
No.  3245,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 

3246-3248  is  a  "Dear  Ferdinand' '  letter,  and  I  call  attention  par- 
ticularly to  this  in  that  letter: 

On  the  22nd  ult.  Mr.  Bird  phoned  to  me  from  Boston  to  come  there  at  once,  so  I 
went  there  and  mot  Mr.  Alfred  £.  Cox,  a  member  of  our  organization. 

Then  I  think  the  letter  practically  repeats  what  we  read  a  little 
bit  ago  about  the  situation  in  the  East,  and  the  influence  of  these 
people. 

Senator  Walsh.  On  the  next  page  of  that  letter  I  cad  attention 
particularly  to  the  following: 

For  the  last  year  I  have  been  doing  organization  work  in  Rhode  Island.  Many  of 
the  old  workers  that  we  had  working  there  five  years  ago  were  acting  in  the  late  cam- 
paign for  Senator  Aldrich  and  his  ticket  in  Providence,  and  the  Republicans  won  all 
along  the  line  in  that  State. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following. 

I  had  a  long  talk  with  Mr.  Cobb  also  in  relation  to  the  appointments  made  by  the 
President  on  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  he  is  strongly  under  the  impression  that 
Taft  will  appoint  two  more  men  on  that  commission,  and  he  states  that  you  are  his 
choice  for  the  appointment,  and  he  will  do  anything  he  possibly  can  to  aid  you. 

We  have  made  many  new  friends  in  the  big  city  of  New  York  here  since  last  spring, 
and  I  am  perfectly  confident  that  if  we  need  any  Democratic  aid  in  Congress  this 
winter  that  there  are  several  Members  of  Congress  from  this  city  who  will  be  glad  to 
help  us. 

The  next  letter  is  No.  3249,  which  is  unimportant. 

No.  3250  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  H.  E.  Miles,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter: 

Your  very  kind  favor  of  the  2nd  inst.  has  been  received  and  carefully  noted.  Of 
course  everything  you  say  in  your  letter  I  know  to  be  facts,  and  it  was  not  anything 
new  to  me.  I  have  stated  to  you  frequently  that  you  were  not  treated  fairly  by  our 
Mends  in  Washington,  and  I  am  extremely  pleased  to  see  that  you  are  going  to  per- 
severe and  not  be  driven  out  of  the  field. 

3251,  3252  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  I  think  is  unimportant. 
It  relates  to  the  Portsmouth  strike  matters. 
No.  3253  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3254,  3255  is  a  Dr.  Crockett  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3256  is  a  Cox  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3257  is  another  Cox  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3258  is  a  letter  to  Booth,  and  I  think  that  is  unimportant. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  No.  3257  might  be  read. 
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Senator  Reed.  Very  well;  I  will  read  that.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3257.) 

The  Atlantic  Works, 
East  Boston,  November  8, 1909. 

Dear  Col.  Mulhall:  You  misunderstood  me  as  to  Senators  Lodge  &  Crane.  Neither 
of  them  is  owned  or  controlled  by  "labor."  They  can  always  he  depended  on  to 
stand  against  all  revolutionary  legislation. 

Please  correct  this  to  Mr.  van  Cleave. 

Yours,  A.  E.  Cox. 

Is  No.  3257  a  letter  which  you  received  from  A.  E.  Cox? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  The  Atlantic  Works. 
No.  3259  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman.     I  read  only  the 
following  portion  of  it: 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  returned  to  the  city  yesterday  and  so  did  I.  There  is  a  lot  of  cor- 
respondence on  hand,  which  will  prevent  a  long  letter  to  you  at  this  time.  How- 
ever, Mr.  Van  Cleave  thoroughly  appreciates  all  the  good  work  that  you  have  done 
in  Maryland,  Rhode  Island,  and  Massachusetts,  and  he  notes  with  special  interest 
what  you  say  about  a  visit  to  Washington. 

Sucn  a  visit  is  now  contemplated  for  November  19,  providing  Mr.  Taft  will  be  in 
Washington  at  that  time.  The  delegation  very  likely  will  be  made  up  of  Mr.  Van 
Cleave,  Mr.  Kirby,  Mr.  Jarvis,  Mr.  Hanch,  Mr.  Emery,  Mr.  Bird,  ana  yours  truly. 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  feels  that  it  would  be  best  not  to  communicate  with  Mr.  Taft  until, 
say,  about  the  18th,  and  at  that  time  to  make  arrangements  for  this  visit  on  the  morn- 
ing of  the  19th.  You  are  more  familiar  with  things  in  Washington  than  anyone  else. 
Do  you  think  this  would  be  a  good  plan?    Please  write  or  wire  us  about  it. 

I  think  it  is  not  necessary  to  read  the  rest  of  it- 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  read  this  paragraph: 

At  this  time  I  want  to  also  acknowledge  your  short  letter  of  November  6  to  me.  I 
note  that  you  expect  to  write  on  Monday,  which  letter  would  reach  me  to-morrow. 
I  am  really  mucn  concerned  about  Vice  President  Sherman's  visit.  Somehow,  I 
feel  that  he  was  not  sincere  in  his  promise.  I  felt  that  it  was  best  to  leave  this  matter 
to  you,  but  unless  he  gives  you  some  satisfaction  right  soon  I  will  have  to  write  him 
and  get  him  to  either  say  when  he  can  come  or  call  it  off. 

What  was  the  purpose  of  this  delegation  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  St.  Louis  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No;  to  Washington. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  visit  the  President  in  respect  to  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  clerk  to  the  bottom  of 
this  page  in  the  print,  where  "3260"  stands  out  only  as  a  number, 
with  nothing  to  indicate  what  it  is. 

3261,  3262,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 

No.  3263  is  unimportant. 

No.  3264  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  From  whom  ? 

Senator  Reed.  From  Mr.  Loudenslager.  I  think  it  is  sufficiently 
identified. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter: 

(3264.) 

Committee  on  Pensions,  House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C, 
Camden,  N.  J..  November  11,  1909. 
[Personal.] 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Dear  Sir:  Yours  of  the  9th  inst.  received.  I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  there  is 
no  campaign  or  agitation  for  the  further  revision  of  the  tariff  by  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers. 
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I  am  of  the  opinion  that  something  must  be  done  to  change  the  present  attitude  of 
many  of  the  people  of  the  Middle  West  and  Far  West  regarding  the  tariff  question. 

From  the  various  newspaper  clippings  I  receive,  as  well  as  the  information  given 
me  by  friends  who  travel  through  that  section,  I  am  inclined  to  think  there  are  many 
people  who  feel  that  the  last  revision  of  the  tariff  was  not  radical  enough;  they  seem 
to  think  the  present  tariff  on  a  large  number  of  manufactured  goods  is  entirely  too  high 
and  that  they  are  compelled  to  pay  more  for  what  they  use  of  those  products  than  they 
should  pay  or  would  pay  if  the  tariff  was  reduced .  'fliey  seem  to  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  their  prosperity  is  largely  because  of  the  employment  of  the  large  army  of  Ameri- 
can workmen  at  good  wages,  and  that  these  workmen  are  able  to  buy  more  of  their 
products  and  pay  more  for  them. 

I  am  confident  that  unless  the  opinion  held  by  many  of  these  people  is  in  some  way 
changed  they  will  be  able  to  cause  an  agitation  for  further  revision  downward  in  the 
next  Congress,  and  while  thev  may  not  be  able  to  pass  a  bill  of  such  a  character,  such 
agitation  will,  in  a  measure,  disturb  business. 

Something  should  be  done  to  present  the  true  facts  to  these  people,  and  to  my  mind 
more  effective  work  can  be  done  by  those  who  reside  in  that  section  of  the  country 
rather  than  by  those  of  the  East,  either  by  individuals  or  by  associations,  as  the  people 
in  that  section  of  the  country  seem  to  be  very  vindictive  toward  eastern  interests. 

Senator  Reed.  3265,  3266  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall, 
and  I  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  have  your  letter  of  November  8,  and  I  am  ever  so  sorry  to  see  that  you  are  dis- 
couraged with  your  work.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  assure  you  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
and  I  know  that  your  work  has  been  of  immense  value,  but  I  know  also  that  Mr. 
Kirby  and  Mr.  Emery  and  most  of  our  other  friends  and  associates  are  thoroughly 
impressed  with  the  importance  of  your  work  and  with  your  ability  as  the  chief  of  our 
political  activities.  I  can  not  help  but  feel  that  there  is  not  in  the  mind  of  a  single 
man  connected  with  our  association  a  desire  to  hurt  you  or  to  lessen  your  efficiency, 
but  you  know  we  all  have  to  learn  by  experience. 

Then  further  along  in  the  letter  I  read  the  following: 

I  am  confident  that  while  you  mention  no  names  in  your  letter  you  are  alluding  to 
Mr.  Bird.  We  are  close  enough  friends  to  speak  out  plainly  about  matters  of  this 
kind,  and  I  want  you  to  always  feel  that  you  can  say  to  me  whatever  you  like  and 
tell  me  whatever  troubles  you,  knowing  all  the  while  that  your  secrets  are  as  safe 
with  me  as  if  you  had  buried  them  twenty  feet.  Now,  I  honestly  believe  that  Mr. 
Bird  thinks  about  as  much  of  you  as  most  men,  but  you  know  we  all  have  different 
ways  of  showing  our  friendship.  Take  my  advice,  old  man,  and  go  right  ahead  doing 
your  duty  and  care  not  what  may  be  said  or  done,  especially  pay  no  attention  to 
insinuations  and  rumors  which  come  to  you  second  or  third  hand.  There  seem  to  be 
some  people  who  take  special  delight  in  making  a  mountain  out  of  a  molehill,  and  they 
are  the  ones  to  be  most  afraid  of.  We  all  know  that  Mr.  Bird  is  probably  not  as  senti- 
mental and  as  sensitive  as  you  and  I  are.  It  may  be  that  is  a  fault  with  us;  but  I  for 
one  would  not  care  to  change  it,  because  while  a  lack  of  sensitiveness  might  cause  ua 
less  grief,  it  would  also  give  us  less  joy. 

That  is  a  touching  sentiment.     Tell  us,  now,  what  was  the  trouble  ! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  felt  all  along  since  Mr.  Bird  came  into  the  organi- 
zation that  it  was  going  back  to  the  old  secretive  system  which  was 
used  in  the  Cushing  administration.  While  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and 
Mr.  Schwedtman  were  in  the  organization  the  fighting,  to  my  mind, 
was  open  and  aboveboard,  and  I  think  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  sincere, 
and  made  a  splendid,  active  campaigner  along  those  lines. 

When  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr.  Bird  took  hold  of  the  organization  they 
commenced  to  advocate  going  back  to  the  secretive  system.  I  felt 
that  more  in  every  interview  or  talk  that  I  had  with  Mr.  Bird — 
that  there  should  not  be  any  letter  writing;  that  there  should  be  as 
much  as  possible  cut  out.  He  and  I,  at  different  times,  I  believe 
twice  in  his  office,  had  a  veiy  warm  discussion  along  those  lines.  I 
also  met  Mr.  Bird  down  at  the  beach  on  one  of  his  vacations — I 
think  at  the  time  that  he  had  brought  me  there  to  see  Mr.  Cox. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  ahead  of  this  time  or  back  of  it  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  This  is  about  the  time  that  you  are  talking  about 
with  those  letters  that  you  are  now  reading,  or  those  that  you  read 
a  short  time  ago,  about  bringing  me  to  see  Mr.  Cox  of  the  Atlantic 
Iron  Works;  but,  as  I  said  all  through,  since  Mr.  Bird  first  took 
charge  of  the  organization — and,  in  fact,  I  think  now,  he  is  more  of  a 
boss  in  the  organization  than  Charlie  Murphy  is  in  Tammany  Hall — 
they  were  advocating  this  system,  which  I  strenuously  kicked 
against,  and  that  is  the  secretive  system. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  secretive  system? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  letter  writing.  To  gumshoe  arouna,  and  keep 
everything  entirelv  under  cover. 

Senator  Reed.  "Whereas  in  the  later  days,  at  least  during  the  time 
of  Van  Cleave 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  been  trying  to  force  the  organization  to  be 
recognized  by  the  politicians. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  'i  es;  and  the  fight  was  out  in  the  open. 

Senator  Reed.  That  at  least  had  been  part  of  the  policy,  I  gather. 

No.  3267  is  unimportant  except  that  it  is  a  receipt  from  a  hotel. 

No.  3268  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3269  is  unimportant. 

No.  3270  is  unimportant. 

No.  3271  is  a  telegram  from  J.  A.  Emery  addressed  to  Col.  Mulhall, 
asking  Mr.  Mulhall  to  ascertain  if  the  President  would  be  in  Wash- 
ington on  the  22d  of  November,  1909. 

jNo.  3272  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall  from  James  A.  Emery.  Is  that 
the  letter  which  I  show  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

(3272.) 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

New  York,  November  15,  1909. 
Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

I  have  seen  copies  of  vour  recent  telegram  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave.  It  is  desirable  that 
our  delegation  should  call  on  the  President  either  Saturday,  November  20th,  or  Novem- 
ber 22nd,  preferably  the  latter  date.  Will  you  see  the  President's  Secretary  and  ascer- 
tain, with  certainty,  whether  the  President  will  be  in  Washington  on  those  two  dates, 
and  I  would  suggest  that  you  say  that  you  make  the  inquiry  as  this  delegation  desires 
to  call  on  the  President  Monday,  the  22nd,  preferably,  and  as  they  come  from  a  long 
distance  they  desire  to  be  sure  they  may  see  him. 

As  soon  as  you  ascertain  this  fact,  wire  me  in  New  York.  Please  remember  that  we 
prefer  Monday,  the  22nd.  I  see  the  President  will  be  out  of  Washington  on  Friday, 
the  19th,  and  am  not  sure  whether  he  will  be  there  on  the  20th  or  not. 

James  A.  Emery. 

JAE=EFW 

The  next,  No.  3273,  is  a  telegram  from  Van  Cleave.     I  think  it  is 

unimportant.  .  .       . 

No.  3274  is  a  letter  to  Van  Cleave,  which  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3275-3277  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  John  Kirby,  jr.,  and  I 
think  is  unimportant  except  this  portion,  which  I  will  read: 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  a  few  days  ago  in  New  York,  and  I  urged 
upon  him  the  importance  of  keeping  this  movement  up  and  of  finding  some  Member 
oxCongress  among  the  Massachusetts  delegation  who  would  take  the  stand  that  Mr. 
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Littlefield,  Mr.  Mudd,  of  Maryland,  and  others  took  some  years  ago,  and  make  a  test 
of  our  strength  with  the  labor  unions  in  the  same  way  that  we  did  in  the  second  con- 
gressional district  of  Maine,  and  districts  in  other  States.  I  feel  certain  we  can  get 
a  Member  of  Congress  in  this  delegation  who  will  give  this  matter  consideration,  and 
with  such  a  man  there  is  no  Question  in  my  mind  about  our  winning  the  fight.  Mr. 
Emery  stated  that  if  we  coula  find-such  a  man  we  would  go  ahead  on  the  lines  that 
we  have  mapped  out,  so  with  your  consent  we  will  go  ahead  with  this  matter  in  the 
manner  suggested  in  this  letter. 

I  am  more  than  confident  that  Senator  Aldrich  and  members  of  our  association  in 
Rhode  Island  will  wish  us  to  help  out  in  that  State  along  the  lines  that  we  have  been 
working,  and  this  will  give  us  an  opjwrtunity  when  working  in  Rhode  Island  to  do 
organization  work  in  Massachusetts  with  but  very  little  cost  to  our  organization.  At 
my  interviews  with  Mr.  Cox  he  was  under  the  impression  that  the  business  men  were 
very  slow  there  about  raising  funds  for  political  purposes,  and  from  the  interviews  I 
had  with  several  business  men  in  Massachusetts  I  found  Mr.  Cox  to  be  nearly  right, 
for  a  number  of  them  were  very  indifferent  about  helping  Gov.  Draper  on  account  of 
the  stand  he  took  against  labor  legislation.  I  will  give  you  a  number  of  names  which 
I  do  not  wish  to  put  on  paper  in  the  near  future,  but  I  feel  certain  that  if  there  is  organi- 
zation work  done  there  that  this  will  be  easily  overcome,  for  this  was  the  situation  in 
Indiana  last  year  when  we  started  out  there  to  help  our  friends,  but  after  we  got  the 
business  men  aroused,  and  showed  them  the  splendid  work  that  had  been  done  by 
our  organization  and  others  for  the  last  seven  years,  it  was  an  easy  matter  to  get  their 
active  support,  and  I  am  positive  from  what  1  have  seen  in  Massachusetts  this  could 
be  done  there. 

Is  there  anything  else  that  you  desire  to  have  read,  Senator  Walsh  ? 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  I  would  read  the  following: 

I  intend  to  keep  up  a  correspondence  with  a  number  of  the  prominent  labor  workers 
of  that  State,  which  I  will  be  glad  to  submit  to  you  for  consideration  at  any  time,  and 
I  feel  that  this  correspondence  will  thoroughly  convince  you  that  the  labor  vote  in 
Massachusetts  is  only  a  bugaboo,  the  same  as  it  is  in  all  others  States,  for  it  has  been 
clearly  demonstrated  in  the  past  on  two  occasions  that  Gompers,  Mitchell,  or  no  other 
labor  leader  can  sway  the  labor  vote  for  many  reasons. 

Senator  Reed.  3278-3280  are  duplicates  of  3275-3277. 
3281,  3282  is  unimportant. 

No.  3283  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Hon.  William  S.  Bennet. 
Did  you  write  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  letter.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3283.) 

November  15,  1909. 
Hon.  William  8.  Bennet, 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bennet:  I  forwarded  yours  of  November  10th  to-day  to  Mr.  Farrell, 

I  just  received  it  on  coming  to  this  city,  and  I  am  sure  that  he  will  comply  with 
your  request  at  once. 

I  was  extremely  sorry  that  Mr.  Bannard  did  not  get  elected,  and  was  also  sorry  to 
know  that  you  did  not  make  a  success  of  the  business  men's  movement  in  New  York 
and  that  you  had  no  business  men's  parade.  I  feel  positive  that  the  next  fight  you 
folks  have  in  New  York  you  will  realize  the  benefit  of  the  business  man  in  politics 
and  get  the  business  men's  organizations  rightly  started,  of  which  there  are  seventy- 
two  in  New  York,  and  you  should  have  thorough  organization  among  them  in  the 
campaign  next  year. 

Hoping  I  can  be  of  some  service  in  the  next  campaign  and  with  better  results  than 
what  I  did  in  the  last  campaign,  believe  me  to  be, 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  . 

No.  3284  is  a  Farrell  letter,,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3285  is  a  Boudinot  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3286  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  which  I  think  is  unimportant. 
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No.  3287  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Loudenslager  to  John  Kirby,  jr.,  and 
I  will  read  that,  as  follows: 

(3287.) 

Camden,  N.  J.,  November  16,  1909. 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  oj  Manufacturers,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Sir:  Your  letter,  in  reply  to  mine  of  the  11th  inst.,  received.  I  note 
what  you  say,  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  association  regarding  the  tariff  question.  It 
looks  to  me  as  if  the  position  of  the  insurgents  will  be,  as  an  entering  wedge,  a  demand 
for  a  tariff  commission.  As  to  the  alarm  you  express  concerning  other  legislation, 
there  are  very  many  Members  of  Congress  who  agree  with  you  in  the  danger  that 
would  ensue.  As  a  rule,  however,  as  I  have  found  it  in  my  observations,  those  who 
are  often  deeply  interested  in  the  securing  of  wise  legislation  or  preventing  the  enact- 
ment of  unwise  legislation  assert  that  interest  at  a  very  late  stage  in  the  proceedings, 
and  are  too  much  engrossed  with  business  cares  to  give  their  personal  attention  to 
the  question  when  the  initiative  is  taken,  i.  e.,  at  the  primaries  when  nominations 
are  made. 

Yours,  very  truly,  H.  C.  Loudenslager. 

That  is  a  copy,  or  purports  to  be  a  copy,  of  a  letter  written  by  Mr. 
Loudenslager  and  addressed  to  John  Kirby,  jr.,  president  of  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers.  How  did  you  come  to  be  in 
possession  of  that  copy  ? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  The  copy  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  who  Mr.  Loudenslager  was. 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  He  was  the  secretary  of  the  national  congressional 
committee,  and  in  charge  of  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  the  Republican  national  congressional  com- 
mittee, or  the  Democratic  ? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  The  national  Republican  congressional  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3289  a  copy  of  a  telegram  which  you  sent  to 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  ? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  simply  says  that  you  have  made  arrangements 
with  the  President  to  see  the  delegation. 

Is  No.  3288  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  read  that  letter  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  there  is  nothing  important  in  that  letter 
except  the  following: 

The  Members  of  Congress  are  coming  here  very  rapidly,  and  this  morning  I  had 
quite  an  extended  interview  with  Mr.  Foster,  of  Vermont.  From  what  I  learn,  it 
seems  there  will  be  war  made  on  the  Speaker  this  winter.  Foster  talked  as  if  he  was  an 
insurgent,  and  it  appears  things  will  be  very  warm  at  the  coming  session.  In  my 
interviews  with  several  of  the  Members  here  for  the  last  few  days,  the  impression 
seems  to  be  abroad  that  the  President  will  not  push  the  legislation  that  he  will  recom- 
mend in  his  message.  Of  course,  this  is  given  confidentially,  but  that  seems  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  Members  that  I  have  seen  here  at  the  present  time — that  there  will  be 
no  bills  introduced  on  the  advice  of  the  President  amending  the  Sherman  law  or 
interfering  with  the  boycott. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3290,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3291  is  a  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter,  ana  I  think  is  unimportant. 
No.  3292  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Farrell,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3293  is  unimportant. 

No.  3294  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Postum  Cereal  Co.,  and  is 
addressed  to  Mr.  Emery,  and  reads  as  follows : 
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We  would  like  to  have  quite  detailed  information  in  reference  to  Wm.  Miller  Collier, 
during  the  Roosevelt  administration  ambassador  to  Spain.  Will  you  please  find  out 
and  advise  quickly  what  is  said  in  official  circles  about  him,  and  very  greatly  oblige. 

Do  you  know  how  that  came  to  be  in  your  possession  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  gave  it  to  me  to  make  the  inquiries 
that  Mr.  Post  wanted  made. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  it  about  Mr.  Collier  that  he  wanted  to 
know? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  not  quite  clear  in  my  mind  at  the  present  time, 
but  I  think  it  was  some  gentleman  they  wanted  to  get  information 
about  or  to  hire  in  some  way. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  this  rostum  Cereal  crowd  at  this  time  becom- 
ing intimate  with,  or  connected  more  or  less  and  working  more  or 
less  in  harmony  with,  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  C.  W.  Post  has  been  a  director  of  the  organiza- 
tion for  a  great  many  years.  I  do  not  believe  that  he  is  on  the  new 
board,  but  he  was  for  a  number  of  years  on  the  old  board. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3295  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  a  report  that  I  made 
to  Mr.  Emery  about  that  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

1  find  things  extremely  good  around  here .  I  have  seen  six  Senators  and  about  twelve 
Members  of  the  House  inside  of  the  last  ten  days,  and  1  am  positive  that  there  will 
be  no  revision  of  the  Sherman  law  at  this  session  and  there  will  be  nothing  offered  from 
the  White  House  by  the  President  to  have  this  bill  changed.  I  am  given  to  under- 
stand that  there  will  be  several  injunction  bills  offered,  with  but  very  little  chance  of 
any  of  them  getting  out  of  committee. 

Miss  White  handed  me  the  letter  from  the  Postum  Cereal  Company  and  I  went  to 
the  Department  of  State  in  relation  to  this  matter  and  saw  Mr.  Adee,  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  and  he  stated  that  Mr.  William  Miller  Collier,  ambassador  to  Spain  under 
the  Roosevelt  administration,  was  a  personal  appointment  of  the  President,  and  he 
spoke  of  Mr.  Collier  in  the  highest  terms.  Of  course,  it  is  against  the  rules  of  the  De- 
partment of  State  to  give  out  any  information  concerning  their  high  officials,  but  out  of 
courtesy  Mr.  Adee  stated  that  Mr.  Collier  made  a  splendid  official  and  was  spoken  of 
in  the  nighest  terms  by  the  last  administration  and  is  well  and  favorably  known 
throughout  this  country. 

I  think  No.  3296  is  unimportant. 

No.  3297  is  a  letter  from  Fred  W.  Carpenter  to  Col.  Mulhall,  as 
follows: 

Referring  to  your  suggestion  that  the  President  see  a  delegation  representing  boards 
of  trade  in  certain  cities,  I  beg  to  state  that  there  is  such  a  pressure  upon  the  President's 
time  at  present  that  he  would  prefer  to  have  you  yourself  bring  to  his  attention  the 
matter  which  the  committee  wanted  to  submit  to  him. 

No.  3298  is  unimportant. 

No.  3299  is  as  follows,  being  an  account: 

(3299.) 

November  17, 1909. 

M.  M.  Mulhall,  in  account  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Paid,  with  the  approval  of  the  general  manager  of  the  New  York  office,  Mr.  J.  P. 
Bird,  $100.00,  for  campaign  expenses  to  20  labor  workers  on  November  2d,  1909,  to 
help  in  the  third  and  fifth  congressional  districts  in  Baltimore  city  to  defeat  the  dis- 
franchising amendment  in  those  districts  and  in  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Does  that  bill  state  the  fact  as  it  was  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  3300  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Alfred  E.  Cox, 
treasurer  and  general  manager  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works  at  Boston. 
I  read  the  following  portion  of  that  letter: 

Both  of  your  notes  of  November  8th  were  received.  I  have  been  extremely  busy 
since  the  campaign  closed  and  did  not  go  east  to  Rhode  Island  or  Massachusetts, 

frincipally  on  account  of  Senator  Aldrich  not  being  in  Rhode  Island,  and,  besides, 
have  had  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  since  I  left  from  Boston,  and  have  partly 
been  successful  in  fixing  up  matters  by  letter.  I  expect  to  be  in  Boston  in  the  near 
future  to  see  some  of  the  leaders  there,  and  I  am  extremely  anxious  to  have  you  meet 
Senator  Aldrich,  for  I  have  been  telling  Mr.  She  1  ton  and  other  friends  of  his  of  vour 
splendid  work  for  Governor  Draper,  and  I  know  those  gentlemen  will  be  very  anxious 
to  make  your  acquaintance  and  nave  your  aid  in  the  future. 

If  there  are  any  documents  or  anything  you  wish  in  Washington  at  this  or  any  other 
time,  I  shall  be  greatly  pleased  to  serve  you,  and  I  hope  to  have  your  able  assistance 
in  getting  a  better  organization  of  our  people  in  and  around  Boston  in  the  near  future. 

Is  No.  3301  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr.  Emery? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that: 

There  was  a  phone  message  which  came  for  me  from  Mr.  Carpenter  to  this  office 
this  morning,  but  I  was  not  here. 

No.  3302  is  unimportant. 

No.  3303  is  unimportant. 

No.  3304  is  unimportant. 

No.  3305  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3306  is  unimportant. 

No.  3307  is  unimportant. 

No.  3308  is  unimportant. 

No.  3309  is  a  duplicate  of  3225,  3226,  which  is  unimportant. 

No.  3310  is  unimportant. 

No.  3311  is  unimportant. 

No.  3312  is  unimportant. 

The  next  is  No.  3313,  it  being  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  James 
Gordon  Battle. 

Senator  Walsh.  Find  out  who  wrote  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  wrote  No.  3313,  which  is  addressed  "My  Dear 
Mr.  Battle"? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  I  did. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that  letter.     It  is  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Battle:  I  am  writing  to  Mr.  Black  and  other  leaders  in  New  York 
to-day,  and  at  my  last  interview  with  you  I  stated  that  Mr.  Black  wished  me  to 
meet  Mr.  Charles  Murphy,  and  I  am  extremely  anxious  to  have  this  brought  around 
for  many  reasons. 

First,  as  I  told  you  on  former  occasions,  there  are  seventy-two  organizations  of 
manufacturers  in  New  York  State,  and  I  believe  these  organizations  will  be  a  control- 
ling influence  at  the  great  fight  for  governor  that  will  take  place  in  New  York  State 
this  coming  year,  and,  besides,  as  there  are  many  of  our  friends  who  believe  that 
the  Hon.  James  Gordon  Battle  would  make  a  splendid  candidate  for  that  office,  I  am 
anxious  to  meet  Mr.  Murphy  and  other  leaders  of  your  party  to  demonstrate  to  them 
that  the  business  men  of  New  York  would  have  given  you  better  support  in  the  last 
fight  if  they  had  had  more  time  to  know  you  better,  and  that  there  are  hundreds  of 
manufacturers  throughout  the  State  of  New  York  who  believe  that  you  would  make 
a  splendid  candidate  for  governor. 

With  vour  permission  I  shall  open  up  correspondence  with  a  great  number  of  the 
secretaries  of  those  organizations  this  winter  and  would  be  greatly  pleased  if  I  could 
keep  in  touch  with  you  by  letter  or  otherwise.  From  the  short  acquaintance  I  had 
with  you  I  must  confess  that  I  was  very  much  pleased  and  would  like  to  continue 
it  and  would  feel  myself  honored  if  I  was  counted  among  your  hustling  political 
friends. 
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I  expect  to  go  to  New  York  in  the  near  future  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Black  to  meet 
Mr.  Murphy,  so  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  meeting  you  on  that  occasion  and, 
through  you,  to  try  to  get  Mr.  Murphy  and  other  leaders  started  to  do  organization 
work  among  the  leading  manufacturers  of  our  State. 

Senator  Reed.  What  Charles  Murphy  was  this  that  you  wanted  to 
meet? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Charles  Murphy  of  Tammany  Hall. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  wanting  to  meet  Mr.  Murphy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  always  been  a  warm  friend  of  Mr.  Battle — 
he  ran  for  district  attorney  against  Mr.  Whitman  some  years  ago — 
and  also  a  warm  friend  of  Mr.  Farrell.    Mr.  Farrell  was  a  well-known 

{)olitician  in  New  York,  and  had  arranged  for  a  little  dinner  for  the 
eading  politicians  around  New  York,  which  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr, 
Battle  and  others  attended;  and  Mr.  Battle  was,  as  I  said,  what  I 
believed  to  be  a  splendid  gentleman,  and  had  all  of  the  qualifications 
to  make  a  good  governor,  providing  he  was  elected. 

Senator  Keed.  Was  he  a  Republican  or  a  Democrat? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  Democrat. 

Senator  Reed.  You  wanted  to  try  to  get  Mr.  Murphy  to  sup- 
port him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  incidentally  to  get  Mr.  Murphy  interested  in 
the  Manuf acturers '  Association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  interested  in  Mr.  Battle. 

The  Chairman.  What  interest  did  the  manufacturers  have  in  the 
election  of  Mr.  Battle  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  the  interest  that  he  was  what  they  would 
call  a  clean,  open,  and  aboveboard  politician. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  have  the  reputation  of  being  a  clean  man 
in  every  respect  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  in  every  respect,  and  a  man  that  could  not  be 
influenced. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  a  partner  of  Senator  O'Gorman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  one  of  the  finest  men  I  ever  met  in 
politics. 

The  Chairman.  Honest  and  clean  in  every  respect  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  every  respect;  and  if  he  was  elected,  no  manu- 
facturer or  anybody  else  could  use  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  not  this  the  fact  about  that:  That  you  con- 
ceived the  idea  that  wherever  you  could  do  favors  to  anybody  through 
this  association  it  would  give  you  an  opportunity  afterwards  at 
least  to  be  on  friendly  terms  with  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  say  you  yourself  had  an  admiration  or 
respect  for  Mr.  Battle  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  greatest  admiration.  I  want  to  say  that  it 
was  not  necessary  for  me  to  meet  Mr.  Murphy,  because  I  knew  him 
way  back  in  politics;  but  Mr.  Black  wanted  me  to  meet  Mr.  Murphy 
in  behalf  of  Air.  Battle. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Murphy  in  regard  to  this  matter! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  have  a  meeting  with  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Was  this  Mr.  Frank  Black  ? 


3136      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Ex-go vernor  of  New  York  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  no;  it  was  another  Black.  That  is  Mr.  Mur- 
phy's confidential  attorney,  and  quite  well  known  in  politics  in  New 
York  City. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3314  a  copy  of  a  letter,  or  a  letter,  you  go 
from  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Part  of  this  reads: 

I  am  sorry  that  there  is  an  apparent  misapprehension  of  the  purpose  of  our  Wash- 
ington visit  and  the  number  of  those  who  are  to  participate  in  it.  I  hope  you  did  not 
overawe  the  President's  secretary  by  suggesting  a  "delegation." 

No.  3315  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  telegram  you  received  from  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  unnecessary  to  read  it. 

No.  3316  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  nothing  important  in  that. 

Is  No.  3317  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Watson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  At  this  point  we  will  take  a  recess  until  2.30 
o'clock  p.  m. 

(Thereupon,  at  12  o'clock  and  57  minutes,  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee 
took  a  recess  until  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

At  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  resumed  its  session. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3318  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Emery,  and  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3319  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  C.  Loundes,  and  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3320  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird.  I  desire  to  read  this  part 
of  it: 

Your  favors  of  the  18th  have  been  received,  and  in  relation  to  the  account  I  sent 
in  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  I  wish  to  say  that  if  I  receive  the  amount  on  Sunday  it  will  be 
very  satisfactory. 

I  received  a  letter  this  morning  from  Mr.  Hobbs,  of  Worcester,  Mass.,  inclosing  a 
copy  of  an  application  that  he  made  to  the  Census  Bureau.  I  will  take  this  matter 
up  to-day  witn  Mr.  Gibson  and  others  and  do  what  I  can  to  finish  it  inside  of  the 
next  few  days. 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  received  yesterday  from  Mr.  Car- 
penter, the  President's  secretary,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  you  people  are 
coming  over  to  Washington,  for  I  am  positive  the  President  will  receive  a  part  of  the 
delegation,  if  he  will  not  receive  a  large  one.  I  have  always  been  very  much  against 
making  appointments  ahead  with  the  President  or  anybody  else  over  nere,  believing 
that  the  best  way  was  to  go  straight  to  their  offices  and  ask  for  a  hearing  when  you 
got  your  delegation  on  the  ground. 

There  is  nothing  much  in  that,  unless  somebody  wants  to  inquire 
of  Mr.  Mulhall,  when  he  comes,  what  Mr.  Hobbs  wanted  to  do  with 
the  Census  Bureau. 

No.  3321  is  unimportant.     It  is  a  letter  to  W.  W.  Hobbs. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  same  thing  we  talked  about  before. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  3322  is  unimportant.  It  is  a  letter  to  Thomas 
Farrell. 

No.  3323  is  a  letter  to  Herman  Black. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Black:  At  my  many  interviews  with  you  last  fall  I  always  tried  to 
impress  upon  you  the  importance  of  the  manufacturer  and  the  manufacturing  organi- 
zations in  politics.  I  feel  that  I  have  been  given  but  a  very  small  chance  to  show  you 
the  strength  that  could  be  developed  through  our  organizations  in  a  hustling  campaign, 
And  as  I  am  aware  that  one  of  the  greatest  fights  that  ever  took  place  in  New  York  State 
will  soon  be  under  way  again — that  is,  for  governor,  Congress,  and  other  offices  next 
year — I  want  to  be  in  the  nght  aifd  demonstrate  to  vour  friends  what  they  missed  in  the 
last  campaign.  So  for  that  reason  I  am  anxious  for  you  to  keep  your  promise  to  me 
and  introduce  me  to  Mr.  Charles  Murphy  when  he  returns  to  New  York. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MAETIN  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Resumed. 

(Martin  Michael  Mulhall,  the  witness  under  examination  at  the 
time  of  taking  of  the  recess,  at  this  point  appeared  and  resumed  the 
witness  stand.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3324,  which  is  not  numbered  in  the  printed  proof, 
is  a  letter  from  Battle  &  Marshall  to  Mulhall,  and  is  unimportant. 

3325,  3326  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall,  and  I  will 
read  one  paragraph: 

My  Dear  Martin:  I  wired  you  for  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  follows  yesterday: 

44  After  reading  yours  to  Emery  November  seventeenth  we  have  decided  to  cut  down 

delegation  to  three,  Kirby,  Emery,  and  I.    Will  arrive  Washington  four-forty  Sunday 

afternoon.    Meet  us  soon  afterwards  at  Willard  for  conference. 

No.  3327  is  a  letter  from  Donahue  to  Mulhall,  and  I  think  is  unim- 
portant. 

3328-3329  is  a  letter  from  James  E.  Watson  to  Mulhall,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this : 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Your  kind  letter  of  the  19th  is  at  hand.  I  have  been  corre- 
sponding with  Schwedtman,  and  from  him  learn  that  he  would  be  in  Washington 
to-day .  I  wrote  him  that  I  would  come  on  and  be  there  Wednesday  if  he  was  going 
to  stay  that  long,  but  he  responded  that  they  would  leave  at  once,  and  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  me  to  see  them  there  o.i  Wednesday. 

Hemenway  called  me  from  Indianapolis  yesterday  and  told  me  that  he  had  just 
arrived  from  Washington  and  that  he  expected  to  return  there  next  Monday.  I  told 
him  that  I  would  return  with  him,  ana  so  I  expect  to  be  in  the  Capital  City  next 
Tuesday.  However,  it  will  not  be  possible  for  me  to  stay  there  more  than  two  days, 
because  of  important  engagements.  After  I  return  home  I  shall  be  occupied  until 
the  11th  of  December,  but  after  that  I  expect  to  be  in  Washington  for  a  week  or  ten 
days.  I  shall  then  return  home  for  the  holidays,  but  shall  be  in  Washington  the  most 
of  January  and  February. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  say  that  I  shall  not  be  satisfied  unless  I  see  you  often,  for  there 
are  many  tilings  that  you  and  I  ought  to  do  to  help  our  friends  and  the  friends  of  our 
cause. 

We  all  join  in  wishing  you  a  happy  Thanksgiving,  for  you  and  your  good  wife  cer- 
tainly have  reasons  to  be  grateful  for  the  great  happiness  that  surrounds  you. 

No.  3330  is  a  letter  from  Black  to  Mulhall,  which  says : 

As  soon  as  I  can  I  will  arrange  the  interview  referred  to  in  your  letter. 
I  have  sent  the  statue  to  Mr.  Mulhool,  at  Baltimore,  to-day,  and  would  have  done 
so  sooner,  but  I  have  been  very  busy. 

What  statue  is  that  which  is  referred  to  in  this  letter  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  a  miniature  of  a  statue  that  Mr.  Black 
put  up  for  clean  government,  in  Times  Square,  New  York  City. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  3331  is  unimportant. 

No.  3332  is  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  one,  3333-3334,  ought  to  be  transferred 
back  with  those  letters  of  1908.     It  refers  to  interviewing  Members. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  3333-3334  is  a  1908  letter,  and  is  out  of  its 
place  here. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  in  the  same  line  with  the  others. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  unnecessary  to  read  it,  because  we  read 
many  of  those. 

No.  3335  is  a  Farrell  letter  and  is  unimportant. 

3336-3337  is  a  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.     It  says: 

Yours  of  the  20th  has  just  been  received,  and  when  Mr.  Van  Cleave  came  from 
St.  Louis  I  certainly  was  disappointed  at  not  seeing  you  with  him.  Messrs.  Van 
Cleave,  Kirby,  and  Emery  liaa  a  pleasing  interview  with  the  President  yesterday , 
and  they  also  had  an  interview  with  Secretary  Xagel,  of  Commerce  and  Labor,  and 
a  long  and  pleasing  interview  with  Senator  Aldrich,  of  which  I  know  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
will  tell  vou  on  his  return,  so  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  go  into  details  at  the  present 
time,  as  1  feel  that  he  will  see  you  before  this  letter  reaches  you. 

The  third  paragraph  of  th<r letter  says: 

I  received  a  positive  letter  from  Mr.  Emery  last  Wednesday  directing  me  to  see 
Mr.  Carpenter,  tne  Secretary  of  the  President,  on  the  17th  inst.  and  find  out  positively 
if  the  President  would  receive  the  delegation  as  named  in  your  letter  of  recent  date, 
and  at  this  interview  Mr.  Carpenter  commenced  to  explain  that  the  President  was 
so  extremely  busy  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to  see  a  large  delegation. 
Although  Mr.  Carpenter  tpld  Mr.  Emery  and  the  other  gentlemen  yesterday  that  it 
was  almost  impossible  for  them  to  see  the  President,  still  Mr.  Taft  saw  them  and  gave 
them  a  twenty-five  minute  interview,  so  this  demonstrates  again  that  it  is  not  good 
policy  to  make  too  many  arrangements  with  the  different  secretaries  here  in  Wash- 
ington. 

The  Chairman.  The  last  paragraph  says: 

I  am  very  much  pleased  at  the  situation  here  in  Washington  before  Congress  gets 
in  session.  The  Members  are  rapidly  dropping  into  the  Capital  City.  Most  of  the 
insurgents  are  here  and  they  have  had  several  meetings,  and  it  is  reported  around  this 
morning  that  the  insurgents  in  Congress  will  try  to  compromise  with  the  Aldrich- 
Cannon  people  and  that  there  will  be  harmony  yet  at  this  session.  In  addition  to 
this  it  looks  to  me  as  though  there  would  be  no  radical  legislation  at  this  session. 

Senator  Reed.  3338,  3339  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall. 
I  will  read  this  paragraph: 

We  repeat  what  we  said  in  a  former  letter,  namely,  that  the  four  hundred  directors 
of  our  association  include  practically  all  the  prominent  business  men  in  Saint  Louis, 
Republicans  as  well  as  Democrats,  and  they,  together  with  the  eight  thousand  mem- 
bers of  our  association,  will  give  Vice  President  Sherman  as  enthusiastic  a  welcome 
as  he  has  ever  had  any  place. 

The  rest  is  unimportant. 

No.  3340  is  unimportant. 

3341-3351  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.   William  H.  Taft  and 

signed  " ,  Counsel."     Do  you  know  how  that  came 

to  be  in  your  hands  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  copy  sent  me  by  Mr.  Emerv. 

Senator  Reed.  That  refers  to  a  memorandum.  Is  the  accom- 
panying paper,  headed  "Memoranda,"  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge 
and  belief  a  copy  of  the  memorandum  which  accompanied  that 
letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  given  to  understand  by  Mr.  Emery  that 
No.  3341  was  a  copy  of  a  letter  he  had  sent  to  Mr.  Taft. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  it  was  a  memorandum  that  I  understood  Mr. 
Emery  said  he  was  requested  by  the  President  to  send  to  him,  con- 
cerning legislation,  or  a  brief  that  the  President  wanted  from  him — 
that  Air.  Emery  wanted  to  submit  to  him. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  going  to  read  a  little  of  this: 

The  considerations  placed  before  you  in  the  following  memoranda  are  based  upon 
the  presumption  that  you  are  considering  the  advisability  of  recommending  to  Con- 
gress an  amendment  of  the  Sherman  Act  in  practical  accordance  with  the  views 
expressed  by  you  in  a  recent  public  address  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  We  there  under- 
stood you  to  propose  that  the  Sherman  Act  ought  to  be  so  narrowed  in  its  scope  as 
to  confine  its  criminal  penalties,  substantially,  to  agreements,  contracts,  combina- 
tions and  conspiracies  restraining  trade  with  intent  to  suppress  competition,  control 
prices,  or  establish  monopolies,  thus  excluding  from  criminal  penalties  combinations 
and  conspiracies  operating  to  restrain  trade,  but  not  with  intent  to  suppress  compe- 
tition, control  prices,  or  establish  monopolies.  It  is  conceded  that  the  legal  effect 
of  such  an  amendment  would  be  to  exclude  from  existing  criminal  condemnation, 
combinations  like  that  embraced  in  the  case  of  Loewe  v.  Lawlor  (208  U.  S.),  the 
Buck  Stove  and  Range  case  to  which  the  Sherman  Act  has  been  applied  by  the 
Supreme  and  Appellate  Courts  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  all  similar  combina- 
tions and  conspiracies  prosecuting  or  intending  to  prosecute  an  interstate  boycott. 

I  simply  wanted  to  read  enough  of  it  to  show  that  its  tenor  was 
directed  against  the  labor  organizations,  at  least  in  part.  I  read  this 
paragraph: 

We  submit  that  in  view  of  the  public  spectacle  now  presented,  a  great  body  of  men 
in  defiant  and  open  disobedience  Dot  only  to  general  law  but  to  the  specific  decrees 
of  the  courts,  a  recommendation  from  the  Chief  Executive  of  the  Nation,  the  conse- 
quence of  which  would  be  to  withdraw  the  criminal  ban  from  the  boycott,  would 
nave  the  moral  effect  of  encouraging  a  defiant  and  contemptuous  resistance  to  the 
courts  of  this  country.  It  would  be  equivalent  to  declaring  to  a  notorious  combina- 
tion whose  acts  of  defiance  have  been  witnessed  by  the  Nation,  "If  you  will  not  yield 
to  the  law,  the  law  will  yield  to  you." 

No.  3252  is  a  "Dear  Ferdinand' '  letter.  I  see  nothing  in  it  of 
importance. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

I  had  an  extremely  pleasant  interview  with  two  members  of  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  this  morning,  and  both  those  gentlemen  gave  me  to  understand  that 
there  would  be  no  amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act  at  this  session  of  Congress,  and  I 
know  this  will  be  very  good  news  to  you  and  our  chief  and  the  members  of  our  organi- 
sation. I  know  you  see  by  the  daily  press  also  that  the  President  has  given  the 
wheel  a  new  turn  and  has  completely  reversed  himself  in  relation  to  labor  legislation. 
This  I  have  been  given  to  understand  also  by  several  members  who  have  called  upon 
the  President  inside  the  last  week. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  paragraph  says: 

I  shall  see  Mr.  Sherman  to-morrow  or  Monday,  the  moment  he  arrives  here. 

That  is  unimportant. 

Here  is  a  James  Donahue  letter,  No.  3353,  which  I  think  is  un- 
important. 

No.  3354  is  a  John  Kirby  letter. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant.     It  relates  to  the  same  matter 
the  one  you  just  read. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  had  a  letter  from  Mr.  Thomas  V.  Farrell  this  morning,  and  Mr.  Farrell  assured  me 
that  he  is  coming  over  here  inside  of  the  next  ten  days.  I  feel  confident  that  this  gen- 
tleman is  chasing  me  for  information  and  he  is  put  after  the  officers  of  the  organization 
by  tie  labor  unions.  I  have  been  using  him  in  the  past  for  political  purposes,  but  he 
is  getting  dangerous  to  handle,  so  for  that  reason  I  would  like  to  have  the  copy  of  the 
letter  that  you  promised  to  send  me  before  he  arrives  here.  This  fellow  ought  to  know 
that  he  can  play  no  tricks  upon  me,  for  I  brought  him  to  task  with  a  round  turn  in  tta 
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Brownell  case,  and  he  was  convinced  then  that  I  got  information  that  he  did  that  work 
before  he  was  able  to  deliver  the  goods  to  his  labor  friends.  I  will  send  Mr.  Bird  a 
copy  of  this  letter  so  that  he  can  be  on  the  watch  out  for  Mr.  Farrell,  and  when  he  makes 
his  visit  here  I  will  see  that  he  is  properly  taken  care  of  in  a  way  that  will  surprise  him. 
I  had  a  very  pleasant  letter  from  Mr.  Watson  this  morning,  and  he  assures  me  that 
he  will  be  in  Washington  next  Tuesday  and  that  he  was  very  sorry  that  he  missed 
yourself  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  last  week. 

What  was  the  Brownell  matter  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  bribery  of  Mr.  Gompers. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  understood  that  Farrell  was  endeavoring  to 
get  information  about  that  for  Gompers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  went  at  one  time  to  visit  Mr.  Brownell  with  me, 
and  apparently  wanted  to  follow  me  there  when  I  visited  that  organ- 
ization. 

No.  3355,  in  my  opinion,  is  unimportant. 

No.  3356  is  unimportant,  except  that  I  want  to  show  that  it  is  a 
letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Thomas  Farrell,  president  of  the  Federation  of 
Merchants  and  Manufacturers'  Employees  of  America.  Was  he  that 
detective? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  then  operating  under  that  title? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  he  assumed  that  title? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3357  is  another  letter  to  Mr.  Watson,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  as  follows: 

Your  very  kind  letter  of  the  22nd  was  received,  and  I  assure  you  I  was  extremely 
pleased  to  hear  from  you.  There  is  no  letter  that  1  have  received  recently  that  has 
given  me  more  pleasure  than  yours,  for  the  anticipation  of  having  you  here  with  ub 
again  this  winter  is  extremely  pleasant  to  myself  and,  I  know,  to  our  friends  here. 
I  am  perfectly  confident  that  you  will  have  lots  of  work  ahead  of  you  this  winter  if  you 
stay  in  this  city,  for  from  information  which  I  have  been  picking  up  here  for  the  last 
two  weeks,  the  insurgents  of  both  the  House  and  Senate  win  be  more  active  against  the 
Speaker  and  his  friends  than  they  have  ever  been  before,  so  for  that  reason  I  know  how 
much  your  friends  will  need  you  here  and  the  splendid  work  that  you  are  capable  of 
doing.  * 

I  have  made  many  new  friends  this  last  year,  and  have  worked  faithfully  for  some 
of  the  leading  politicians  in  New  York  and  convinced  them  of  the  necessity  of  treating 
the  fair  manufacturer  in  a  proper  manner.  I  was  very  much  sought  after  by  some  ol 
the  leading  Democrats  in  New  York  last  summer;  so  if  we  are  compelled  to  seek  aid 
from  those  people  this  winter  we  will  be  in  good  shape  to  get  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3359  is  a  letter  addressed  to  John  Kirby,  jr. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  this  sentence  in  that 
letter: 

I  also  saw  Mr.  Alden,  Mr.  Aldrich's  secretary,  and  he  assured  me  that  the  visit  of 
our  committee  to  Senator  Aldrich  made  a  strong  and  good  impression  upon  the  Senator. 

What  were  you  endeavoring  to  do  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and,  I  am  not 
positive,  but  I  think,  Mr.  Kiroy — but,  in  any  event,  three  gentlemen — 
called  on  Mr.  Aldrich.     I  made  the  engagement  for  them. 

Senator  Reed.  What  were  you  trying  to  get  from  Mr.  Aldrich  ¥ 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  tariff  legislation  that  they  were  seeking 
at  that  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  tariff  legislation  was  all  over  at  that  time. 
This  letter  is  dated  November  26,  1909. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  always  seeking  favors  from  Senator 
Aldrich.     I  did  not  quite  catch  the  date. 

Senator  Walsh.  November,  1909. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Then  they  were  seeking  the  Senator's  support  of 
any  measure  that  might  come  up  before  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3360  is  unimportant. 

No.  3361   is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3362  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).   les. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

I  would  be  more  than  pleased,  if  you  have  any  spare  time  on  your  hands,  if  you 
would  come  over  here  next  week  when  Watson  is  here,  for  I  feel  confident  that  he 
would  be  very  much  pleased  to  see  you,  and  both  he  and  I  would  like  to  introduce 
you  to  some  of  our  friends  over  here. 

Is  No.  3363  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3364  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  by 
President  Taf t  to  Mr.  Emery.  How  did  you  get  possession  of  that  t 
Is  it  such  a  letter  as  Mr.  Emery  would  submit  to  you  ?  That  letter 
merely  says: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Emery:  I  have  your  memoranda  with  respect  to  the  Sherman  Act, 
and  thank  you  for  sending  them. 

Sincerely,  yours,  Wm.  H.  Tapt. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  a  copy  that  Mr.  Emery  gave  me.  I 
remember  it  well,  now. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3365  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3366  a  letter  from  Mr.  Watson  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant.  It  simply  stated  that  he 
would  not  be  in  Washington  until  the  following  week. 

3367,  3368  is  a  Farrell  letter.     It  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3369  a  letter  to  Hon.  H.  C.  Loudenslager?  It  is  signed 
" ,  President," 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  President  Kirby  sent  it  to 
Mr.  Loudenslager. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  from  that  letter: 

First,  let  rae  impress  upon  your  mind  the  fact  that  at  no  time  has  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  agitated  for  a  revision  of  the  tariff,  either 
upward  or  downward.  It  has  advocated  a  revision,  but  took  no  part  in  any  agitation 
of  the  question  of  schedules,  although  some  men,  for  dome  reason,  have  tried  to 
create  the  impression  that  because  of  the  individual  views  expressed  by  certain  mem- 
vers  of  our  association  the  association  itselt  has  agitated  for  a  downward  revision  of  the 
tariff. 

So  far  as  I  am  advised,  the  membership  of  the  association  is  strongly  opposed  to 
further  agitation  of  the  subject,  and  many  of  our  members  view  with  alarm  the  possi- 
bility of  renewed  efforts  in  Congress  at  its  coming  session  to  further  revision,  which 
can  not  fail  to  produce  bad  results  from  a  business  standpoint. 

However,  in  view  of  the  diversity  of  opinion  on  this  question  amongst  our  members, 
the  association  should  take  no  part  in  the  controversy,  and  I  think  1  may  say  it  will 
not. 

In  this  connection  permit  me  to  say  that  our  members  are  practically  a  unit  in  their 
alarm  as  to  the  possibility  of  modification  of  the  process  of  injunction  to  enable  labor 
unions  to  the  more  easily  destroy  life  and  property  in  cases  of  strike,  and  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Sherman  law  whicli  will  exclude  labor  organizations  from  its  provisions 
and  legalize  the  boycott.  I  wish  to  emphasize  this  alarm  because  of  the  fact  that  I 
am  in  close  touch  with  145,000  manufacturers  and  merchants  through  their  various 
organizations. 
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Is  No.  3370  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  No.  3370.) 
Senator  Reed.  3371,  3372,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3373  is  unimportant. 
No.  3374  is  unimportant. 
No.  3375  is  unimportant. 
No.  3376  is  unimportant. 
No.  3377  is  unimportant. 

No.  3378  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand'7  letter,  and  I  read  this  por- 
tion of  it: 

Two  of  the  members  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  positively  asserted  that 
there  would  be  no  change  in  the  Sherman  law  this  winter,  ana  they  thought  it  would 
be  a  long  period  of  time  before  that  law  would  be  interfered  with.  There  certainly 
will  be  several  injunction  bills  offered,  but  my  impression  is  that  there  will  be  no 
chance  of  those  getting  out  of  the  committee.  I  have  never  before  been  so  confident 
at  the  outlook,  and  from  all  indications  I  feel  that  this  will  be  strictly  a  business  ses- 
sion, with  but  very  few  labor  bills  offered. 

No.  3379  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Watson? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).     Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  expresses  disappointment  because  the  return 
of  Mr.  Watson  to  Washington  was  delayed,  and  says: 

There  are  a  number  of  things  I  should  like  to  talk  to  you  about,  and  I  expect  to  go 
to  New  York  to-morrow  and  have  had  an  invitation  to  call  on  Mr.  Booth,  the  first  vice 
president  of  the  "No-Name"  Hat  Manufacturing  Co.,  at  Philadelphia,  the  gentleman 
we  called  to  see  in  New  York,  but  whom  we  did  not  find  in  his  office. 

I  had  a  splendid  talk  yesterday  with  Mr.  Littlepage,  of  the  public  expenditures 
committee,  and  several  of  your  friends  here,  and  they  are  all  anxious  to  see  you  back. 

No.  3380  is  unimportant. 

No.  3381  is  unimportant. 

No.  3382  is  unimportant. 

No.  3383  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

Therefore,  confirming  our  very  pleasant  conversation  of  Thursday  morning,  it 
seems  to  me  very  advisable  that  I  should  withdraw  from  exercising  any  direction 
over  vour  movements  in  so  far  as  they  might  interfere  with  any  plans  that  Mr.  Emery 
wouli  have  for  them.  Therefore  please  consider  that  you  are  attached  to  the  Wash- 
ington office  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  of  which  Mr.  Emery  is, 
of  course,  in  charge.  If  at  any  time  any  occasion  arises  whereby  the  New  York  office 
desires  your  services,  and  no  doubt  they  will  arise  many  times,  I  shall  arrange  with 
Mr.  Emery  to  let  us  have  you. 

No.  3384  is  unimportant. 

3385,  3386,  3387,  3388  i^  a  copy  of  another  expense  account  that 
you  rendered  this  association,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3389  is  unimportant. 

No.  3390  is  unimportant. 

No.  3391  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand,,  letter.  I  read  the  follow- 
ing portion  of  that  letter: 

Yours  of  December  3rd  has  been  received.  Mr.  Sherman  has  been  in  the  city  for  the 
last  couple  of  days,  but  I  was  advised  by  Mr.  Devendorf,  his  secretary,  that  I  had 
better  let  him  alone  until  he  let  me  know,  as  the  Vice  President  was  not  well  and  was 
overworked  by  delegations  and  mail  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Devendorf  arranged  to-day  so  that  1  could  have  a  private  interview,  without 
being  interrupted,  with  the  Vice  President,  and  I  had  the  honor  of  being  invited  to 
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lunch  by  him  and  the  pleasure  of  being  with  him  for  about  forty  minutes.  I  gave 
him  your  letter  of  November  24th  to  read,  and  I  could  tell  by  the  expression  oihis 
lace  that  he  was  very  much  pleased  after  reading  it  over. 

It  is  about  engagements. 
No.  3392  is  unimportant. 
No.  3393  is  unimportant. 

No.  3394  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  I 
read  this  portion  of  it: 

I  note  with  special  interest  copy  of  your  letter  of  December  6  to  Mr.  Bird,  in  which 
Col.  Mulhall  is  mentioned  for  Congress  'from  the  fourth  district.  While  I  share  your 
apprehensions  of  difficulty  in  replacing  the  colonel  in  our  service,  I  more  than  share 
with  you  the  view  that  no  matter  how  difficult  this  might  be  we  must  do  all  we  pos- 
sibly can  to  land  the  colonel  in  Congress  if  there  is  any  way  of  doing  it.  Life  is  not 
worth  living  unless  one  sticks  to  his  friends,  and  surely  the  colonel  has  been  our 
friend  always.  However,  I  agree  with  you  that  Mr.  Emery  will  be  able  to  handle  this. 
He  will  no  doubt  write  us  at  an  early  date,  and  so  will  the  colonel. 

I  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy,  which  was  sent  to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man, of  a  letter  which  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  3395  is  a  note  which  reads: 

Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall: 
Kindly  phone  Mr.  Boudinot  immediately;  very  important. 

Where  did  you  get  that  note? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  was  given  me  by  Mr. 
Emery's  clerk,  Miss  White,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  the  important  business  was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  was  securing  speakers,  or  something  of 
that  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3396  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3397-3399  is  a  Farrell  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3400  is  unimportant. 

No.  3401  is  a  telegram  from  Schwedtman,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3402  is  a  letter  from  Van  Cleave  to  Col.  Mulhall.  I  will  read 
this  portion  of  it : 

I  have  read  the  clipping  attached  to  your  letter  of  the  7th,  in  which  you  are  sug- 
gested for  Congress  from  the  fourth  district.  I  have  also  read  Mr.  Schwedtmen's  two 
letters  of  December  7  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  to  you,  and  I  want  to  express  to  you  my  best 
personal  wishes  in  connection  with  your  possible  candidacy.  I  stand  ready,  ana  I  am 
sure  so  does  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  its  officers,  especially  Mr. 
Kirby,  to  give  you  all  the  aid  that  I  can  consistently  give  you  in  landing  this  place, 
if  you  feel  that  you  have  a  chance. 

Be  sure  to  write  us  fully  about  it  in  due  time. 

No.  3403  is  unimportant. 

No.  3404  is  a  letter  signed  UA.  E.  Cox,"  and  it  is  unimportant. 

3405-3406  is  a  l^tt'T  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  it  is  unimportant. 

No.  3407  is  unimportant. 

No.  3408  is  unimportant. 

3409,  3410  are  duplicates  of  3405,  3406. 

No.  341 1  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  John  Kirby,  jr.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

For  the  last  two  days  I  have  continued  making  a  canvass  among  the  Members  of 
the  House  and  Senate,  trying  to  get  the  sentiment  of  the  Members  upon  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Sherman  Act  and  on  labor  legislation.  I  have  seen  in  the  past  two  weeks 
about  all  the  Members  who  are  leaders  in  the  House  and  Senate,  and  they  are  all  under 
the  impression  that  there  will  be  no  bill  offered  at  this  session  amending  the  Sherman 
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law.  In  addition  to  this,  the  sentiment  of  all  the  leading  Members  of  the  House  and 
Senate  is  against  injunction  bills  and  any  general  labor  legislation  at  this  session, 
ao  I  feel  now  that  the  most  of  the  work  we  will  have  to  do  at  this  session  will  be  to 
closely  watch  the  labor  Members  of  Congress. 

I  had  a  conversation  yesterday  with  three  of  the  leading  Members  of  the  House, 
and  we  went  over  a  list  that  was  submitted  to  me  by  a  close  friend  of  the  Speaker 
before  Congress  adjourned  last  August.  You  will  please  find  inclosed  a  copy  of  this 
list,  and  it  is  confidentially  requested  that  we  do  anything  we  possibly  can  to  stop 
the  return  of  those  men  to  the  House  this  coming  year.  The  names  in  the  fore  part 
of  this  list  are  the  leading  insurgents  of  the  House  and  the  lower  names  on  the  list 
are  the  labor  workers  in  the  present  Congress,  two  of  them  being  members  of  organ- 
ized labor.  Of  course,  for  years  we  have  been  fighting  the  names  on  the  bottom  of 
this  list,  and  I  am  extremely  pleased  to  know  that  the  Republican  organization  of 
the  House  and  Senate  will  join  us  this  year  in  fighting  the  entire  bunch  and  are  more 
interested  in  their  defeat  than  we  are. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3412  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr 
Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that,  as  I  want  to  get  some  explanation 
of  it. 

You  will  please  find  copy  of  my  report  to  Mr.  Kirby  to-day.  For  the  last  two  days 
I  have  been  keeping  close  watch  on  the  hotels  looking  for  our  friend  Wuest.  I  called 
at  the  five  leading  hotels  of  this  city,  where  I  supposed  Mr.  Wuest  would  stop  if  he 
came  to  the  city,  and  I  was  informed  by  the  clerk  at  each  that  Mr.  Wuest  was  not 
registered  there.  I  am  disappointed  that  he  did  not  come,  for  I  saw  Congressman 
Ralph  B.  Cole,  of  the  8th  Ohio  district,  and  Mr.  George  W.  Fairchild,  of  the  24th 
New  York  district,  and  both  those  gentlemen  assured  me  that  as  soon  as  Mr.  Wuest 
came  to  the  city  they  would  see  that  he  was  taken  to  the  White  House,  and  they 
would  introduce  him  to  such  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  that  I  wished  him  pre- 
sented to. 

What  was  Mr.  Wuest  here  for  ? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  He  was  here  to  seek  information  concerning  the 
workings  of  what  Mr.  dishing  was  doing.  Mr.  dishing  was  the 
lobby  agent  of  Mr.  Wuest's  organization,  the  National  Metal  Trades, 
and  he  wanted  to  get  a  line  to  see  if  Mr.  dishing  was  really  doing  that 
work. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh  read  something  about  the  matter 
of  the  Congressional  Record,  which  is  mentioned  in  the  next  para- 
graph of  tins  letter. 

Senator  Reed  Well,  I  want  to  know  where  you  got  the  copies  of 
the  Congressional  Record ;  did  you  buy  it  and  pay  for  it  ¥ 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No ;  it  was  from  different  Members  of  Congress,  and 
it  was  franked  out  to  nearly  all  of  the  members — I  mean  all  of  the 
leading  members  of  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3413  I  think  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  a  general  rule,  Mr.  Emery  was  in  such  a  hurry  to 
get  his  Record  up  to  his  office  that  the  House  messengers  were  used 
to  get  it  there  before  the  mail  man  could  get  around,  because  he  was 
too  slow. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3415  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3416  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

No.  3417  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  J.  Kirby,  jr.,  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  much  of  it: 

Now,  in  regard  to  the  list  which  you  inclosed,  you  are,  of  course,  enough  of  a  poli- 
tician to  know  just  how  to  act  in  the  premises,  keeping  in  mind  all  the  time  the  danger 
of  the  N.  A.  M.'s  becoming  too  much  of  a  political  organization.  We  have  certain 
fixed  serious  problems  in  which  we  are  more  concerned  than  all  others,  and  it  is  to 
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the  furtherance  of  these  ends  that  we  should  bend  our  energies  and  use  our  influence, 
playing  politics  in  just  so  far  as  these  ends  can  be  accomplished. 

As  to  tne  report  on  the  Farrell  matter,  I  need  say  but  little.  After  my  talk  with  you 
on  the  subject  of  Fan-ell's  proposed  organization,  I  was  satisfied  that  it  was  an  empty 
proposition.  I  think  the  best  and  easiest  way  to  dispose  of  it  is  to  let  the  matter  drop. 
I  see  by  a  newspaper  clipping  that  somebody  has  oeen  buzzing  a  congressional  bee 
around  your  carcass.  I  suppose  next  will  be  a  humming  bird,  representing  the 
Senate,  and  then  an  eagle,  representing  the  presidential  chair  of  the  United  States. 
However,  such  is  life,  and  I  am  not  at  all  concerned  but  that  you  will  keep  right 
along  in  the  even  tenor  of  your  way  in  the  great  work  in  which  you  are  engaged. 
Very  truly,  youre, 

J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Union  Trust  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3418  seems  to  be  unimportant. 
No.  3419  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  paragraph: 

The  occasion  of  my  visit  to  Washington  is  in  connection  with  Mr.  Emery's  sugges- 
tion that  I  attend  a  meeting  of  the  Baltimore  Builders'  Exchange,  on  which  occasion 
Mr.  Emery  will  deliver  himself  of  a  speech.  Undoubtedly  we  will  be  able  to  return 
to  Baltimore  together.  All  these  matters  contained  in  your  letter  will  be  discussed 
at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3420  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  and  it  is  unim- 
portant. 

Is  No.  3421  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  part  of  it: 

I  explained  fully  to  Mr.  Bird  when  I  saw  him  last  that  Mr.  John  -Gill,  the  present 
Congressman  from  the  fourth  congressional  district  of  Baltimore,  was  a  personal  and 
particular  friend  of  mine.  I  worked  as  hard  as  I  knew  how  to  elect  Mr.  Gill  last  year, 
asking  the  aid  of  our  association  to  do  so,  and  I  have  been  doing  everything  I  possibly 
could  to  see  Mr.  Gill  retained  in  office  for  the  last  six  years.  He  is  one  of  the  best 
friends  we  have  here  in  Washington  and  has  done  about  as  much  good  work  as  any  other 
man  in  Congress  for  our  cause.  So  as  long  as  he  is  holding  the  office  of  Congressman 
coming  from  Baltimore  I  shall  continue  to  do  as  I  have  done  before  to  support  him. 

Perhaps  I  had  better  read  the  opening  statement  in  this  letter.     It 

is  as  follows: 

« 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  Yours  of  December  11th  was  received  and  read  with  a  great 
deal  of  pleasure,  particularly  the  last  paragraph,  in  which  you  bestow  upon  me  so 
many  high  honors.  I  certainly  feel  at  the  present  time  that  I  will  take  the  advice 
given  in  the  last  line  of  your  letter;  that  is,  that  I  will  keep  right  on  in  the  even  tenor 
of  my  way  in  the  great  work  in  which  I  am  engaged,  and  I  feel  that  this  is  more  to  my 
liking  than  any  honor  that  any  political  party  could  bestow  upon  me. 

The  last  paragraph  in  the  letter  is  as  follows: 

The  situation  here  is  in  first-class  shape  and  I  do  not  see  a  cloud  in  the  sky  at  the 
present  writing.  I  expect  Mr.  Bird  here  to-morrow  and  will  go  over  matters  fully  with 
nim,  along  with  Mr.  Emery.  I  shall  write  you  again  in  a  couple  of  days  and  include 
some  correspondence  I  have  had  upon  the  Farrell  matter. 

Closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me, 

Very  truly,  yours,  . 

No.  3422  is  a  duplicate  of  3421. 

3423,  3424  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  It  reads,  in  part, 
as  follows: 

I  called  upon  Mr.  Sherman  the  first  thing  this  morning,  and  I  found  waiting  in  his 
room  Senators  Root  and  Depew,  and  both  those  gentlemen  wore  trying  to  get  him  to 
promise  to  attend  a  banquet  of  one  of  the  military  corps  of  New  York  State — I  did 
not  quite  catch  the  name.    I  heard  Mr.  Sherman  say  to  Mr.  Root  that  it  was  impossible 


3146      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

lor  him  to  make  any  engagements  just  at  this  time  without  the  advice  of  hia  physician. 
After  he  was  through  with  the  New  York  Senators,  I  handed  him  your  letter  of  Decem- 
ber 10th,  and  he  read  it  over  carefully,  and  then  took  his  notebook  out  of  his  pocket  and 
made  a  note  in  it  of  the  dates  that  were  open  for  the  Coliseum  in  St.  Louis. 

That  is  about  this  meeting? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

S'  nator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  that  I  need  to  read  any  more  of  that. 

No.  3425  I  consider  unimportant. 

No.  3426  is  unimportant. 

No.  3427  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3426. 

No.  3428  is  unimportant. 

No.  3429  is  unimportant. 

No.  3430,  No.  3431,  and  No.  3432  are  unimportant. 

No.  3433  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  ad- 
dressed "D^ar  Old  Chirf."     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (aftT  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3434  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3433. 

No.  3435  is  unimportant. 

No.  3436  and  No.  3437  are  both  unimportant,  in  my  opinion. 

No.  3438  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Mr.  Boudinot.  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  one  paragraph.     [Reading:] 

I  shall  be  very  glad  to  furnish  you  promptly  any  information  of  this  kind.  So  if  you 
send  to  me  instead  of  Mr.  Emery,  you  will  always  have  prompt  replies,  Mr.  Emery 
having  assigned  this  work  to  me. 

Before  that  he  had  said: 

In  relation  to  yours  of  the  15th,  to  have  me  send  over  instructions,  rules,  regulations, 
and  blanks  prepared  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

So  I  suppose  that  is  what  he  was  sending.  It  seems  to  be  unim- 
portant. 

3439,  3440  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  John  Kirby,  jr.,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  this  letter  should  be  read: 

(3439,  3440.) 

December  16,  1909. 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

Dayton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Dayton,  Ohio, 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  I  had  an  interview  this  afternoon,  extending  from  2.45  to 
4.45,  with  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  of  the  second  New  Jersey  district,  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor.  It  is  the  first  interview  I  have  had  with  Mr.  Gardner  since  the 
adjournment  of  Congress  last  August  covering  labor  matters,  and  I  sought  the  inter- 
view for  the  reason  that  he  introduced  on  Tuesday,  the  14th  instant,  the  original 
eight-hour  bill  which  we  fought  so  vigorously  last  winter,  which  extends  the  eight- 
hour  law  to  all  manufactured  goods  purchased  by  the  United  States  Government. 
Last  August  Mr.  Gardner  was  verv  anxious  for  our  assistance  in  helping  him  to  be  made 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  "Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads.  He  was  the  ranking 
member  of  that  committee  and  was  extremely  anxioiu  to  get  off  the  Labor  Committee. 
We  did  some  work  for  Mr.  Gardner  along  the  lines  he  wished  done,  but  the  Speaker 
was  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Gardner  had  better  be  left  chairman  of  the  Labor 
Committee,  and  certainly  our  friends  here  in  Congress  coincide  with  the  Speaker  in 
that  respect. 

I  made  an  extended  report  to  Mr.  Gardner  this  afternoon  on  what  was  done  for  him 
along  those  lines,  telline  him  why  the  Speaker  wanted  him  retained  on  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee. I  feel  that  my  interview  has  pleased  Mr.  Gardner  and  straightened  him  out 
along  certain  lines,  and  after  talking  over  matters  with  him  about  his  own  district, 
over  which  he  is  very  much  concerned  at  the  present  time,  he  wanted  to  know  what 
we  were  doiner  in  Loudenslager's  district,  which  district  I  gave  him  some  information 
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about.  Loudenslager  and  Gardner  are  not  friends,  and  he  blames  Loudenslager  to  a 
cpeat  extent  for  his  not  being  changed  from  the  Labor  Committee  to  the  Committee  on 
Poet  office  and  Port  Roads  last  summer. 

I  led  up  to  the  subject  I  was  anxious  about — why  he  introduced  the  eight-hour  bill 
so  early  in  this  session — and  Mr.  Gardner  informed  me  that  there  was  a  committee  of 
twelve  from  the  large  labor  organizations  which  called  on  him  a  few  days  ago  and 
requested  him  to  again  present  his  eight-hour  bill.  In  addition  to  this,  he  told  me 
that  Mr.  William  Sulzer,  of  the  tenth  New  York  district,  had  a  bill  which  he  was  going 
to  present,  and  he  presented  his  old  bill  for  the  especial  purpose  of  smothering  it  in 
committee,  knowing  that  if  he  did  not  present  his  bill  Sulzer  would  present  one  and 
that  the  labor  Congressmen  in  the  House  would  present  a  bill  similar  to  his,  so  he 
thought  it  best,  all  around,  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  to  present  the 
bill,  and  that  he  is  in  a  position  not  to  call  the  committee  together  or  have  any  hearings 
on  the  bill  and  keep  it  in  committee.  By  doing  this  he  was  under  the  impression  that 
he  would  serve  our  friends  and  smother  any  other  measure  of  this  kind  that  might 
come  up  in  Congress. 

Mr.  Gardner  was  anxious  to  know  if  the  Speaker  had  not  fixed  the  Committee  on 
Labor  so  that  an  eight-hour  bill  would  not  get  through.  This  question  I  told  him  I 
was  not  able  to  answer,  for  1  did  not  want  to  give  him  a  chance  to  get  any  information 
of  this  kind  coming  from  us.  Before  leaving  his  committee  room  Mr.  Gardner  gave 
me  to  understand  that  it  would  be  an  utter  impossibility  to  get  any  eight-hour  bill 
through  at  this  session,  as  he  would  use  his  best  endeavors  as  chairman  of  the  Labor 
Committee  to  keep  it  out,  and  he  and  I  parted  with  the  understanding  that  I  would 
send  this  information  to  our  people.  I  know  this  is  a  very  important  statement  com- 
ing from  Gardner,  for  it  will  save  us  a  lot  of  work  in  Congress,  so  I  am  anxious  to  have 
this  reach  the  officers  of  our  association  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  that  they  may 
know  what  we  may  expect  from  this  committee. 

Closing  with  best  wishes,  believe  me  to  be, 

Ever  faithfully,  yours,  . 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  ask  whether  there  are  any  other  letters  oja 
that  matter.  The  campaign  made  against  Gardner  was  pulled  off 
at  Gardner's  request  at  a  former  interview  I  had  with  him,  before, 
I  believe,  I  wrote  that  letter,  so  that  is  the  reason  I  am  asking  if  there 
are  any  other  letters  passed  by. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  that  up  to  this  time  we  have 
passed  any  about  Mr.  Gardner. 

Nos.  3441,  3442.  3443,  3444,  3445,  3446-3447,  3448,  3449,  3450, 
3451-3452,  3453  all  seem  to  be  unimportant. 

No.  3454  also  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

No.  3455  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  part  of  this  letter: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  I  had  a  very  pleasing  interview  yesterday  with  Mr.  Richard 
Bartholdt,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings,  which  lasted  over  an 
hour.  Bartholdt  wanted  to  talk  to  me  about  Gushing;  and  when  I  was  through  with 
Mr.  Bartholdt  I  know  that  he  had  an  education,  so  far  as  Gushing  is  concerned,  that 
will  last  for  some  time.  He  stated  to  me  that  Gushing  had  been  coming  around  his 
office  lately  seeking  information,  and  before  I  left  his  office  he  assured  me  that  Gushing 
would  get  no  more  information  from  his  office — 

And  so  forth.     Then,  further  along,  I  read  the  following: 

Mr.  Watson  came  to  town  yesterday,  and  I  had  an  interview  with  him  this  after- 
noon, which  lasted  from  half  past  two  until  four.  I  expect  to  be  in  New  York  next 
week,  and  I  want  to  talk  over  with  you  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Watson;  for  if  we 
can  accomplish  what  Mr.  Watson  wants  and  bring  it  around,  we  would  have  things 
our  own  way  in  this  city  for  a  great  many  years  to  come.  Mr.  Watson  assured  me 
that  he  was  called  here  at  the  request  of  the  President.  He  will  leave  for  home  at 
six  p.  m.  to-night  and  will  return  after  Congress  meets  in  January  and  will  be  here 
the  balance  of  the  winter. 

Do  you  remember  what  the  great  scheme  was  that  Mr.  Watson  had 
at  this  time,  of  which  you  say  that  if  you  could  accomplish  it  you 
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would  have  things  your  own  way  in  New  York  City  for  a  great  many 
years  to  come  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  other  letters  will  clear  that  up;  I  am  not 
quite  clear  on  that  point  just  now. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  No.  3456 
should  be  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  see  that  that  is  important. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3457  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

No.  3458  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says: 

I  am  always  clad  to  know  of  what  is  going  on  at  Washington,  and  nobody  is  better 
qualified  to  tell  me  than  you  are.  Nevertheless,  between  you  and  I,  I  want  to  cau- 
tion you  to  be  a  little  careful  not  to  hurt  our  good  friend  Emery's  sensitive  nature. 
You  Know  he  is  held  responsible  for  reports  from  Washington,  and  it  might  be  that 
he  would  feel  a  little  grieved,  without  ever  mentioning  it,  were  I  to  call  upon  you 
for  information  which  1  should  properly  ask  him  for.  Of  course  there  must  be  a  man- 
aging director  handling  our  affaire  at  Washington,  and  unless  that  principle  is  rec- 
ognized confusion,  if  not  friction,  might  result.  I  am  mentioning  this  merely  to 
put  a  thought  in  your  mind  and  not  in  any  way  to  criticize  the  contents  of  your  let- 
ters to  me,  and  wnich  I  shall  be  glad  to  receive  from  time  to  time  as  you  may  possess 
information  which  you  think  I  would  like  to  have. 

The  next  paragraph  is  something  about  a  box,  which  need  not  be 
read. 

The  next  letter  is  one  from  Mr.  Bird,  signed  "  J.  P.  Bird,  general 
manager/'  and  it  should  be  numbered  3459.  It  does  not  appear  to  be 
numbered  in  the  printed  proof,  although  the  original  letter  is 
numbered.     It  reads  as  follows: 

(3459.) 

National  Association  op  Manufacturers 

op  thr  United  States  op  America, 

New  York,  December  28,  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

610  Uniofi  Trust  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Your  letter  of  December  21  was  duly  received. 
I  note  carefully  your  interview  with  Mr.  Bartholdt ;  also  your  reference  to  Mr.  Watson. 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  see  you  when  you  can  drop  in  the  office.     I  know  of  nothing 
new  I  can  communicate  to  you  at  the  present  time,  and  am  therefore  closing  with  a 
happy  New  Year  to  yourself  and  Mrs.  Mulhall. 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager. 

The  next  is  No.  3460,  which  seems  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to 
Mr.  Mulhall.    Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

You  will  call  to  mind  the  conversation  with  you  in  Mr.  Emery's  office  with  reference 
to  the  publications  of  the  National  Monetary  Commission,  and  my  impression  is  that 
I  have  requested  you  previously  to  send  to  Mr.  D.  A.  Tompkins,  Charlotte,  North 
Carolina,  two  copies  of  each  of  the  books  that  are  now  ready  for  delivery.  And  can  you 
make  arrangements  as  fast  as  they  are  out  of  press  to  see  that  they  are  forwarded  to 
him? 

What  did  this  concern  have  to  do  with  the  National  Monetary 
Commission,  if  you  know? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  interested  in  that  bill.  I  do  not  know 
just  how  far;  I  can  not  say  now. 
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Senator  Reed.  3461,  3462  I  think  is  unimportant. 
1*  o.  3463  is  unimportant. 
No.  3464  seems  to  be  unimportant. 
No.  3465  is  unimportant. 

No.  3466,  No.  3467,  No.  3468,  No.  3469,  No.  3470,  No.  3471,  and 
No.  3472  are  all,  in  my  judgment,  unimportant. 

No.  3473  is  a  letter  from  James  A.  Emerjr  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads  as  follows: 


(3473.) 


Washington,  January  10,  1910. 


Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Union  Trust  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  As  I  am  leaving  for  New  York,  I  shall  commit  to  writing  one 
or  two  suggestions  as  a  reminder  for  you. 

1st.  Please  keep  an  eye  open  for  hearings  before  the  Judiciary  Committees  of  the 
House  and  Senate  and  the  Labor  Committee  of  both  bodies,  and  inform  me  if  such 
matters  are  contemplated. 

2nd.  If  any  bills  in  which  you  believe  we  are  especially  interested  are  presented, 
send  a  copy  to  New  York. 

3rd.  I  suggest  you  call  on  Mr.  Denby,  of  Michigan,  and  have  a  little  talk  with  him 
about  labor  before  the  subcommittee,  of  which  he  is  a  member,  requesting  that  if  by 
any  chance  hearings  should  be  had  he  will  see  that  the  clerk  is  instructed  to  notify  us 
of  that  fact.    I  only  suggest  this  that  you  may  be  in  touch  with  him. 

4th.  If  you  will  look  at  H.  R.  17168  you  will  see  a  new  eight-hour  bill,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Garner,  of  the  12th  Pennsylvania  district.  It  is  a  more  drastic  bill  than  Gard- 
ner's, and  as  Garner  is  a  Republican,  a  somewhat  surprising  one.  Will  you  look  into 
the  gentleman's  political  history  and  find  out  what  the  probable  cause  for  his  action 
is;  whether  or  not  he  is  of  sufficient  influence  to  cause  his  measure  to  receive  any  spe- 
cial consideration? 

If  anything  unexpected  should  turn  up  that  in  any  way  worries  you,  do  not  hesitate 
to  use  the  long-distance  phone. 

With  best  of  good  wishes,  I  am, 

Very  truly,  yours,  James  A.  Emery. 

Is  No.  3474  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird  % 
Mr.  Mulhall  (alter  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  may  be  of  some  interest,  or  may  throw  some 
light  on  the  situation.     I  will  read  this: 

My  Dear  Bird  :  Several  months  ago  I  talked  to  you  about  asking  for  a  raise  of  salary 
from  Mr.  Kirby  and  the  leaden  of  our  association.  I  have  been  seven  years  in  the 
employ  of  this  organization  the  first  of  this  month,  and  although  I  am  positive  that  I 
have  accomplished  great  things  for  it  during  that  time,  I  might  virtually  say  that  my 
salary  has  not  been  increased  or  have  I  received  any  promotion  in  its  ranks.  In  differ- 
ent interviews  I  had  with  you  upon  this  matter  you  told  me  to  leave  it  in  your  hands 
and  you  would  see  that  things  were  done.  I  expected  that  I  would  hear  from  you 
before  the  first  of  the  month  upon  this  matter,  so  I  am  sending  you  this  short  note  to 
my  that  I  intend  to  write  to  Mr.  Kirby  at  the  New  York  office  fully  upon  this  matter 
to-morrow,  and  I  would  be  greatly  pleased  for  your  good  offices  to  help  out,  as  you 
agreed  you  would,  so  this  is  one  of  the  reasons  I  am  asking  you  in  another  letter  I  am 
mailing  you  to  arrange  an  interview  for  me  with  Mr.  Kirby  on  next  Friday  night. 

No.  3475  is  unimportant. 

3476-3477  is  anotner  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  had  a  short  interview  this  morning  with  Senator  Aldrich,  of  Rhode  Island,  and 
he  told  me  that  the  first  report  for  distribution  was  about  ready  and  for  me  to  go  over 
and  see  Mr.  Sheldon,  one  of  his  secretaries,  and  give  him  the  list  of  those  to.  whom 
I  wished  the  reports  sent. 
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That  refers  to  the  report  of  the  National  Monetary  Commission  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph: 

My  interview  with  Senator  Aldrich  was  about  the  campaign  that  is  now  going  on 
in  his  own  State  for  his  reelection,  and  he  is  extremely  anxious  that  I  go  to  Rhode 
Island  as  soon  as  I  possibly  can  to  help  out  in  this  campaign.  He  gave  me  the  names 
of  several  gentlemen  for  me  to  see,  two  of  them  in  Washington  and  the  balance  in 
Providence,  and  I  assured  him  that  I  should  do  all  I  possibly  could  to  have  our  people 
help  him  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  After  leaving  Senator  Aldrich  I  called 
on  Mr.  Sheldon  and  gave  turn  the  address  of  the  New  York  office,  and  he  assured  me 
that  he  would  place  our  New  York  office  on  his  mailing  list  and  would  be  ready  to 
send  out  some  of  the  reports  which  will  be  printed  in  the  next  few  days. 

No.  3478  is  unimportant. 

I  think  No.  3479  is  unimportant. 

No.  3481  and  No.  3482  are  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3483  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  John  Kirby,  jr.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  part  of  that: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  I  had  a  pleasing  interview  yesterday  with  Senator  Aldrich, 
of  Rhode  Island.  I  feel  that  you  are  aware  that  we  have  been  doing  some  organiza- 
tion work  for  the  Senator  for  the  past  yeat  in  his  district,  and  he  assured  me  yesterday 
that  he  was  greatly  pleased  with  the  work  that  was  done,  and  he  requested  me  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  to  visit  his  State  and  continue  the  work  that  I  have  been 
doing.  He  wished  me  when  I  went  to  Providence  to  see  General  Charles  R.  Bray  ton 
there  and  Mr.  Olney  Arnold.  He  advised  me  also  to  see  Congressman  W.  P.  Shef- 
field and  A.  B.  Capron,  and  Senator  Wetmore,  his  colleague,  and  advise  with  them 
in  relation  to  campaign  work  in  that  State.  The  Senator  also  advised  his  secretary 
to  furnish  me  with  the  full  reports  of  the  Monetary  Commission  as  soon  as  printed, 
and  he  sent  me  over  to  see  his  secretary,  Mr.  Sheldon,  who  put  the  New  York  office 
on  his  mailing  list  for  those  reports. 

Then  on  the  next  page: 

I  know  that  you  are  aware  from  the  President's  message  that  the  Sherman  law  is 
perfectly  safe  and  that  there  will  be  no  legalizing  of  the  boycott,  so  under  these  cir- 
cumstances I  think  that  in  the  near  future  I  could  do  more  good  work  in  the  field  than 
I  can  render  here.  Hoping  to  hear  from  you  upon  this  subject  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  read  the  second  paragraph  on  the  first 
page? 
Senator  Walsh.  No. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it.     It  is  as  follows: 

I  am  writing  this  letter  *o  you  in  relation  to  the  field  work,  and  I  sent  you  some  time- 
ago  a  confidential  list  of  names  that  was  given  to  me  by  Mr.  Watson  last  year  for  us  to 
take  up  and  do  work  upon,  Watson  assuring  me  that  the  Speaker,  the  national  con- 
gressional committee,  and  other  leaders  would  be  very  much  pleased  if  these  people 
could  be  defeated  for  nomination  and  reelection.  I  had  a  Ions:  interview  with  the 
chairman  of  the  national  committee  and  other  leaders  here  before  I  sent  you  this  list, 
and  they  are  all  anxious  that  we  shall  get  active  as  soon  as  we  possibly  can  in  some  of 
the  districts  now  represented  by  those  insurgents.  1  hope  you  will  O.  K.  this  work 
and  advise  me  to  go  ahead  the  way  that  I  formerly  have  done,  and  I  feel  positive  that  I 
will  be  able  to  get  good  results  and  satisfy  the  leaders  of  the  House  and  Senate  over 
here.  I  am  positive  that  just  as  soon  as  Mr.  Emery  gets  back  I  can  be  spared  from 
this  city  for  some  time,  for  we  have  splendid  assurances  over  here  from  the  leaders  of 
both  Houses  that  there  will  be  no  radical  labor  legislation  got  through  at  this  session. 

Have  you  anywhere  that  list  that  was  made  up  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  that  same  list  you  have  been  talking  about 
all  along,  I  believe  ? 

Senator  Reed.  That  black  list  ? 
Mr,  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  think  Nos.  3484,  3485,  3486,  and  3487  are  unim- 
portant. 

3488, 3489  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear  Ferdinand." 
I  will  read  this  part: 

After  I  left  Mr.  Sherman's  office,  Mr.  Watson  stated  that  he  would  advise  us  to  go 
ahead  and  get  up  the  meeting  in  the  early  part  of  April ,  and  that  he  was  positive,  from 
a  few  private  words  that  he  had  with  Sherman,  that  ne  will  fill  the  date  that  you  people 
make. 

No.  3490  is  unimportant. 

No.  3491  is  a  letter  to  Boudinot  asking  to  have  the  tariff  committee's 
reports  sent  to  Judge  Speer,  and  also  a  United  States  map.     These 

Ecople  seem  to  have  gone  into  the  distributing  of  public  documents, 
y  this  time. 
The  letter  says : 

I  am  positive  that  I  sent  a  map  and  a  set  of  the  tariff  committee's  reports  to  Mr.  Kirby 
also  ana  to  every  member  of  our  executive  board,  and  also  gave  instructions  to  sena 
three  sets  to  the  New  York  office. 

They  were  pretty  generous  with  them;  more  so  than  I  was  able  to 
be. 

Nos.  3492  and  3493  are  unimportant. 

3494-3495  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  John  Kirby,  jr.,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  3494-3495.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3496  is  a  letter  to  Speer,  of  which  I  want  to  read 
a  little  : 

As  Mr.  Emery  has  been  out  of  town  for  the  past  week,  I  have  taken  the  liberty  of 
making  his  promise  good  and  sent  you  the  map  and  nine  volumes  of  the  tariff  hearings. 
I  have  also  sent  through  this  mail  to  you  a  book  on  the  rules  and  digest  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  which  I  feel  may  be  valuable  for  your  library.  For  the  seven  years 
I  have  been  over  here  I  have  been  in  close  touch  with  a  number  of  the  Members  of  the 
House,  and  we  keep  track  of  the  documents  that  are  issued  by  Congress,  so  if  there  is 
anything  you  wish  along  those  lines  Mr.  Emery  or  myself  would  be  pleased  to  send 
them  to  you  at  any  time. 

I  suppose  you  sent  them  out  with  the  compliments  of  the  associ- 
ation instead  of  the  United  States  Government  or  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  sent  them  out  under  a  frank  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  Mr.  Kirby  made  a  mistake  by  writing  to  Mr. 
Gardner  thanking  him  for  some  books  that  were  sent,  but  afterwards 
he  acknowledged  he  made  the  mistake  and  thanked  the  party  who 
sent  them. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3497  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3498  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.   i  es. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  little  of  it: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  Please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  a  report  I  am  sending 
to  Mr.  Kirby.  In  addition  to  what  I  said  to  Mr.  Kirby,  I  expect  to  be  very  busy 
here  this  coming  week,  as  Gompers  has  sent  out  a  general  call  last  Thursday  to  get  as 
many  labor  agitators  here  as  he  possibly  can  for  the  first  three  days  of  next  week  to 
attend  the  meeting  of  the  Civic  Federation.  There  will  be  lots  of  bulldozing  done 
by  the  labor  agitators,  but  we  are  in  such  splendid  shape  here  that  we  are  not  afraid 
that  they  will  make  any  headway. 

Nos.  3499  and  3500  appear  to  be  unimportant. 
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No.  3501  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter: 

I  feel  positive  that  you  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  and  that  everything 
has  been  made  plain  to  you  in  relation  to  the  work  over  here  since  Congress  opened. 
Mr.  Watson  has  been  here  for  some  time  and  is  the  same  old  Watson,  always  willing 
to  aid  and  do  everything  he  possibly  can  to  help  us;  so  with  his  assistance  and  his 
friends  here  this  winter  I  see  nothing  but  success. 

I  am  extremely  sorry  to  hear  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  sick,  but  I  am  glad  that  you 
say  it  is  nothing  serious.  Both  Mr.  Watson  and  myself  were  anxious  to  know  if  you 
would  return  this  way. 

No.  3502  is  a  mere  hotel  bill,  and  is  unimportant. 
3503,  3504  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Col.  Mulhall. 
I  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  note  that  you  are  anxious  to  see  Mr.  Van  Cleave  in  Washington  and  that  Mr. 
Watson  was  very  much  disappointed  at  not  seeing  him  there  this  time.  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  told  me  last  night  that  he  expects  to  go  to  Washington  during  the  month  of 
February,  probably  somewhere  near  the  25th.  Please  tell  this  to  Mr.  Watson  and  at 
the  same  time  give  him  the  assurance  of  our  continued  friendship,  esteem,  and  desire 
to  return  him  to  a  position  of  political  influence.  To-day,  just  the  same  as  every  day 
for  the  last  three  years,  we  are  more  anxious  to  help  our  friend  Watson  than  any  other 
public  man.  Mr.  Watson  is  due  in  St.  Louis  on  February  15,  at  which  time  he  is  to 
address  our  members  at  our  monthly  meeting. 

The  Chairman.  Below  that  it  says: 

Mr.  Emery  advised  us  at  great  length  of  the  Washington  situation. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3505  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall, 
and  I  read  this  part  of  it: 

Mr.  Emery  and  I  were  together  day  and  night,  and  he  could  not  say  too  much  in 
praise  of  you  and  Mr.  Watson  and  a  number  of  our  good  old  friends.  I  believe  that 
with  hardly  an  exception  everyone  was  impressed  with  your  work,  with  your  faithful- 
ness, and  your  accomplishments. 

Mr.  Kirby  had  several  meetings  with  Mr.  Emery  and  me,  and  upon  his  invitation  I 
returned  on  the  same  train  to  the  West. 

He  sends  his  regards  to  Mrs.  Mulhall,  to  Mr.  Watson,  "and  to  our 
other  Washington  friends." 

No.  3506  purports  to  be  an  original  letter  from  Kirby  to  Mulhall. 
Is  that  the  original  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

I  am  especially  pleased  to  have  you  say  that  we  are  not  without  friends  in  Washing- 
ton, and  I  think  everything  tends  to  verify  your  statements,  notwithstanding  the  in- 
sidious efforts  of  a  certain  friend  of  yours,  whose  name  I  need  not  mention,  to  cut  them 
off  our  list. 

Who  was  this  " certain  friend  of  yours"  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  Cushing  that  he  meant,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     He  says: 

Noting  particularly  what  you  say  in  the  second  paragraph  of  your  letter  of  the  11th 
and  to  which  you  refer  in  the  last  paragraph  of  yours  of  the  15th  with  respect  to  your 
work,  of  or  rse,  as  I  said  before,  it  wo'Jid  not  do  for  me  to  interfere  with  Sir.  Emery's 
and  Mr.  Bird's  plans  by  undertaking  to  direct  your  movements.  That  would  play 
havoc  and  mix  us  all  up. 

If  what  you  propose  is  agreeable  to  Mr.  Emery,  it  will  meet  with  my  approval,  and 
I  am  sure  it  will  meet  with  Mr.  Bird's  approval  also.  I  have  explicit  confidence  in 
their  judgment  and  yours  and  as  to  what  should  or  should  not  be  done  for  the  best 
interests  of  the  cause  in  which  we  are  engaged,  so  whatever  you  and  Mr.  Emery  agree 
upon  you  can  rest  assired  will  have  my  endorsement,  through  thick  and  thin. 

The  omission  in  the  President's  message  of  any  recommendation  to  amend  the 
Sherman  law  as  affecting  our  ca.se  was  a  great  victory,  as  I  view  it,  and  we  certainly 
have  reason  to  feel  grateful  over  Mr.  Taft's  changed  views  with  regard  to  this  impor- 
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tant  question.  He  is  doing  fine,  and  if  he  would  only  quit  playing  with  the  injunc- 
tion proposition  we  could  well  say  amen.  However,  we  seem  to  be  getting  along  very 
well,  and  I  believe  we  are  well  fortified  in  our  Washington  "watchdogs." 

I  call  your  attention  to  that  sentence : 

However,  we  seem  to  be  setting  along  very  well,  and  I  believe  we  are  well  fortified 
in  our  Washington  "  watchdogs. M 

Who  were  these  Washington  watchdogs  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  it  was  the  entire  lobby  here,  sir. 
That  would  bo  Judge  Davenport,  Emery,  myself,  Watson,  and  all 
the  active  members  that  were  working  in  their  behalf. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  somebody  inside  of  Congress,  too, 
that  you  regarded  as  pretty  good  auxiliaries  to  the  watchdog  con- 
tingent ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  another  member  will  appear  on  the  sur- 
face very  soon  in  the  shape  of  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott.  I  think  he 
was  ono  of  our  watchdogs. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3507,  3508  another  letter  from  Kirby  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  only  about  his  salary. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  he  will  "  recommend  to  Mr.  Bird  that  he 
add  $50  a  month  to  your  salary." 

No.  3509  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  yourself,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  His  statement  is: 

1  had  no  opportunity  of  taking  this  up  with  Mr.  Kirby  until  Friday,  the  day  that  he 
left.  We  thoroughly  canvassed  the  matter,  and  I  used  my  good  offices  to  bring 
about  the  result  you  desire.  Mr.  Kirby  expressed  no  opinion  relative  to  my  argu- 
ments with  him,  but  stated  he  desired  to  take  this  matter  up  personally  and  would 
advise  me  of  the  ultimate  result.  You  can  rest  assured  that  he  will  do  this,  and,  I  feel 
confident,  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  you. 

To  what  does  that  refer  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Iguess  that  is  the  raise  in  salary,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  That  is  signed  by  J.  P.  Bird. 

No.  3510  is  nothing  but  an  acknowledgment  of  letters,  and  I  think 
need  not  be  read.     The  original  letter  of  Mr.  Bird  is  here,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  not  important  to  read  No.  3511. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

There  have  been  several  requests  from  different  Members  of  Congress  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  to  have  us  do  some  field  work,  so  Mr.  Emery  expects  me  to  leave  here  in 
a  day  or  two  to  do  this  work,  and  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  early  on 
Monday  when  I  expect  to  be  in  the  New  York  office  to  talk  matters  over  with  you. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  were  some  of  those  Members  who  had  requested 
that  you  go  and  do  field  work  for  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  generally  reported  to  Mr.  Sherman,  to  Senator 
Aid  rich,  to  Mr.  McBanley,  or  any  of  the  leading  Members  that  I  was 
acquainted  withr  to  talce  orders  from  those  people  whenever  they 
wanted  work  done.  .  That  was  the  understanding  under  the  Van 
Cleave  administration,  and  it  had  not  been  changed  up  to  that  time 
under  the  Kirby  administration. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3512  seems  to  be  unimportant. 
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No.  3512  is  followed  by  a  letter  of  January  21,  1910,  which  is  note*" 
numbered.     It  should  be  marked  No.  3512-A. 
It  says: 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  some  correspondence  that  I  have  had  with  the  Retail    **• 
Dry  Goods  Association  of  New  York  in  relation  to  the  Farrell  incident,  which  I  wrote 
to  you  about  so  often. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  simply  that  they  do  not  take  any  stock  in 
Farrell. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  unimportant.  Then  there  is  a  refer- 
ence here  to  No.  3358.  I  do  not  know  what  that  refers  to,  and  the 
clerk  will  strike  it  out  if  it  is  unnecessary. 

The  next  is  3513,  3515.  .  ' 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  now  take  a  recess,  as  a  vote 
is  being  taken  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

(At  3.45  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  took  an  informal  recess  until  4.05 
o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTER  RECESS. 

At  4  o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  resumed  its 
session. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  stand  adjourned  until  10.30 
o'clock  to-morrow,  at  which  time  it  will  meet  in  the  room  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  in  the  Capitol  Building. 

(Thereupon,  at  4  o'clock  and  6  minutes  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee 
adjourned  until  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.  Thursday,  July  24,  1913.) 


THURSDAY,  JULY  24,   1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present :  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
Cummins. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MABTIN  MICHAEL  MTTLHALL— Besomed. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  MulhalL  I  hand  you  3513-3515,  and  ask  you 
if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  whicn  you  sent  to  Kirby  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).    Yes.  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  Will  you  read  it,  Senator  Overman? 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  have  consulted  with  Mr.  Emery  about  the  field  work,  which  is  very  press- 
ing at  the  present  time,  as  there  are  several  Senators  and  Members  of  the 
House  who  are  anxious  to  have  us  help  them  in  their  districts.  Of  course, 
this  work  is  absolutely  necessnry  in  order  that  we  may  stand  A  No.  1  with 
the  leaders  of  the  House  on  both  sides.  I  expect  to  leave  here  next  week, 
with  the  approval  of  Mr.  Emery,  and  go  to  Rhode  Island  to  help  oat  Senator 
Aldrich,  for  it  behooves  us  to  do  everything  we  can  to  make  Aldrlch  our  warm 
friend,  for  with  him  on  the  Senate  side,  backed  up  by  several  other  leading 
Senators,  we  are  always  assured  of  a  good  chance  of  blocking  anything  that 
comes  from  the  House  side,  even  if  we  fail  there. 
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Senator  Walsh.  No.  3515-A  is  a  letter  which  you  received  from 
Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination),  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  bis  signature,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3516  is  one  of  the  usual  accounts  that  you 
submitted  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  moneys  therein  referred  to  were  expended 
by  you  and  the  amounts  were  received  as  stated? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  3517-3519  is  a  duplicate  of  3516. 

No.  3520  is  omitted. 

3521,  3522  does  not  seem  to  be  of  any  consequence. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3523  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  John  Kirby. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3524  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3525  is  a  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdi- 
nand." 

Tlu  Chairman.  I  might  read  a  part  of  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  letter  sent  by  you  to  Schwedtman,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).    Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

My  Deab  Ferdinand:  At  the  request  of  many  Washington  friends  and  with 
the  approval  of  Mr.  Emery,  I  started  out  last  week  to  do  some  field  work, 
and  a  letter  that  I  am  sending  Mr.  Emery  from  here  to-day  (which  you  will 
please  find  a  copy  of)  will  explain  to  you  in  a  brief  way  how  the  work  is 
going  on.  There  are  a  number  of  our  Washington  friends,  including  some  from 
Indiana,  who  are  extremely  anxious  that  Mr.  Herbert  Parsons  will  not  be  a 
Member  of  the  next  House,  and  I  am  perfectly  confident  that  we  can  do  more 
than  our  share  to  retire  him  from  this  time  out 

Senator  Walsh.  3526-3528  is  a  copy  of  a -letter  that  you  sent  to 
Mr.  Emery,  is  it? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

My  Deab  James  :  I  got  to  the  New  York  office  on  Monday  morning,  and  in 
the  afternoon  had  quite  an  extended  interview  with  our  friend  Bird,  and  I 
gave  him  a  detailed  account  of  what  is  going  on  in  Washington  concerning  my 
mission  East  at  the  present  time.  I  was  compelled  to  remain  in  New  York  for 
two  days,  and  I  carefully  looked  over  the  thirteenth  New  York  district 
(Herbert  Parsons).  Of  course  I  lived  in  this  district  for  10  years  all  the  time 
that  I  was  engaged  with  the  Quay-Hackett  organization,  so  I  know  most  of  the 
workers  in  the  district,  and  on  Monday  and  Tuesday  evenings  I  met  a  large 
number  of  them.  Besides  this,  I  saw  several  members  of  the  Retail  Dry  Goods 
Association  of  New  York,  and  after  looking  the  field  over  for  48  hours,  I  am 
perfectly  confident  I  can  make  good  the  statement  I  made  to  you  and  our 
Indiana  friend. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3529  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr. 

Bird? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  I  think  that  is  unimportant. 
Senator  Walsh.  No.  3530  is  unimportant. 
No.  3531  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  George  Gordon  Battle? 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  That  is  as  follows: 

Your  letter  of  November  19  last  was  received  at  office  during  my  absence  on 
account  of  Illness,  and  has  only  been  called  to  my  attention  to-day.  This  fact 
explains  my  delay  and  apparent  discour'esy  in  failing  to  acknowledge  its 
receipt.  Please  accept  my  thanks  for  your  kind  words  and  also  for  the  service 
which  you  rendered  me  during  the  last  campaign.  I  trust  that  I  shall  have  the 
pleasure  of  seeing  you  soon  in  New  York. 

With  kind  regards  to  Mr.  Emery,  I  fun, 

Faithfully,  yours,  Geo.  Gordon  Battle. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3532  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr. 
Boudinot? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  I  think  that  is  unimportant. 
Senator  Walsh.  No.  3533  is  unimportant. 
No.  3534  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr.  Boudinot,  is  it? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  He  says  in  that  letter: 

We  inclose  herewith  cards  relating  to  pending  legislation  in  several  States 

They  were  keeping  track  of  legislation  in  the  various  States  as  well 
as  in  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  were  cards  that  I  asked  for,  to  get  the  named 
of  certain  manufacturers  in  the  different  States,  so  that  when  I 
visited  those  States  I  could  see  those  manufacturers. 

Senator  Walsh.  3535,  3536  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to 
Mr.  Bird,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  that  letter: 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  had  a  very  successful  trip  to  Rhode  Island,  and  we  wl»l 
be  able  at  any  time  to  put  up  a  splendid  organization  there  for  Senator  Aldrich, 
of  which  I  feel  you  will  realize  the  great  importance.  Of  course,  if  we  please 
Senator  Aldrich,  who  is  the  leader  of  the  Senate,  it  saves  us  lots  of  work  on 
the  lesser  lights  on  that  side  of  the  house,  so  I  was  very  much  pleased  with 
work  that  had  been  done  by  friends  of  ours  in  that  State. 

I  have  had  several  letters  from  Mr.  Cox,  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works,  of  Bast 
Boston,  since  I  left  there  last  fall,  and  also  from  labor  workers  in  and  around 
Boston.  I  made  a  short  trip  to  Boston  in  order  to  renew  their  acquaintance, 
as  I  am  very  anxious  to  hold  any  prestige  we  gained  in  Boston  last  fall,  and 
also  anxious  to  please  Mr.  Cox,  as  I  find  him  a  splendid  worker  and  a  man  who 
will  be  able  to  do  us  a  lot  of  good  in  that  section  if  we  smooth  him  the  right 
way.  I  gave  him  a  great  talk  about  starting  up  the  manufacturers  in  that 
section  to  become  more  interested  in  our  association,  and  he  seemed  to  take 
hold  of  the  matter  in  the  right  spirit  and  promised  he  would  do  whatever  he 
could  in  the  future  to  help  our  organization  along.  He  stated  that  he  had  not 
hoard  from  you  since  he  paw  you  in  Boston  last  fall  with  your  humble  servant 
and  he  seemed  to  be  a  little  disappointed  about  it.  I  think  that  a  nice  letter 
from  you  to  Cox  would  do  us  a  lot  of  good,  so  I  merely  make  this  suggestion, 
if  you  wish  to  carry  it  out.  There  is  a  splendid  chance  to  get  him  to  help  us  in 
Senator  Aldricb's  behalf  this  coming  spring,  so  I  am  doing  all  I  possibly  can 
to  get  Mr.  Cox  and  Senator  Aldrich  together,  for  I  feel  that  such  a  move  as 
this  would  please  Mr.  Cox  very  much. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  3537? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  This  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that 
I  sent  to  Mr.  Boudinot. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  that: 

Yours  of  January  29.  with  check  inclosed,  was  received  yesterday  morning, 
and  many  thanks  for  the  same.     This  check  certainly  was  a  very  pleasant 
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surprise,  as  instead  of  $125,  as  formerly,  it  was  for  $175.  I  thought  at  first  that 
your  man  had  made  a  mistake,  but  after  reading  Mr.  Bird's  letter  and  Mr. 
Kirby's  late  letter  to  me,  I  suppose  I  have  again  to  thank  the  New  York  office 
and  my  friends  therein,  as  well  as  friends  from  other  sections  of  the  country 
who  are  members  of  our  association,  for  the  last  raise  of  salary. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3538  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Battle? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  letter  in  part  reads  as  follows: 

Your  very  kind  favor  of  January  29th  has  just  been  received,  and  I  assure 
you  that  I  was  greatly  pleased  to  hear  from  you  and  it  will  afford  me  great 
pleasure  to  renew  my  acquaintance  with  you  in  New  York  in  the  very  near 
future. 

I  note  what  you  say  in  your  letter  about  thanking  me  for  the  services  ren- 
dered in  your  campaign  last  fall.  I  have  been  extremely  sorry  ever  since  that 
campaign  that  I  did  not  become  acquainted  with  you  in  the  early  spring,  and 
thus  have  had  the  opportunity  of  making  a  splendid  effort  in  your  behalf. 
There  are  many  of  your  friends  with  whom  I  have  talked  in  New  York  State 
lately  who  noted  the  splendid  run  you  made  for  district  attorney,  and  who 
believe,  as  I  stated  to  you  in  my  last  letter,  that  they  would  like  to  see  you  as  a 
candidate  of  the  Democratic  Party  for  governor  in  New  York  State  next  fall, 
and  I  firmly  believe  with  them  that  with  your  name  before  the  people  New 
York  would  turn  to  the  Democracy  with  such  a  candidate  as  you  would  make 
for  their  standard  bearer. 

Mr.  Emery  and  I  are  representing  72  organizations  of  capital  from  New  York 
in  this  city  at  the  National  Legislature,  and  we  are  in  daily  communication 
with  the  secretaries  and  officers  of  those  organizations,  so  I  am  anxious  to  have 
a  conference  with  you  or  with  some  of  your  friends  in  the  near  future  to  do 
organization  work  in  those  associations  on  your  behalf,  if  you  are  the  candidate. 
From  the  brief  effort  that  I  made  in  your  behalf  in  New  York  State  last  fall, 
I  found  that  you  had  a  splendid  following  among  the  business  people,  so  for 
that  reason  I  would  like  to  see  those  organizations  take  you  up,  and  if  that  was 
the  case,  I  would  not  only  take  off  my  coat  to  support  you,  but  would  try  to 
make  a  record  in  your  behalf  such  as  is  seldom  made  by  a  party  worker. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3539  is  another  letter  signed  by  Schwedtman,  is 
it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter: 

Incidentally,  I  would  like  the  best  in  the  world  to  have  for  the  work  of  our 
special  committee  the  constitution  and  by-laws  of  the  mutual  aid  societies  of 
the  Rhode  Island  traction  companies.  I  understand  that  Senator  Aldrich  is 
interested  in  these  companies,  and  I  am  told  that  these  mutual  aid  societies 
are  as  near  perfect  as  we  can  get  them  in  this  country. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3540  is  unimportant. 

3541,  3542  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby,  is  it 
not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Heed.  I  think  that  letter  should  be  read. 
Senator  Walsh.  Yes.    It  is  as  follows : 

For  the  past  few  days  things  have  been  astir  here,  particularly  among  the 
Ohio  delegation.  On  the  advice  of  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  McKinley  and  others 
I  have  been  working  among  that  delegation  on  account  of  the  stand  they  have 
taken  against  Speaker  Cannon.  Over  a  year  ago,  on  the  advice  of  Mr.  Sherman, 
I  went  out  to  the  eighth  Ohio  district  (Ralph  L).  Cole's).  Cole  had  no 
possible  chance  before  I  went  there  of  securing  a  third  term  in  Cougress,  for 
it  has  been  the  custom  of  that  district  to  only  give  two  terms  to  their  Mem- 
bers, and  when  Cole  tried  to  get  a  third  term  he  found  a  strenuous  opposition 
against  him.  Through  good  work  there,  with  the  aid  of  several  friends  in 
Columbus,  we  got  Cole  the  nomination  and  election,  and  he  has  always  stated 
in  Congress  that  he  owed  his  nomination  to  your  humble  servant 
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For  the  past  few  months  Cole  has  been  leading  a  revolt  in  the  Ohio  delega- 
tion against  the  Speaker,  so  I  called  on  him  before  I  went  East  and  read  him 
the  riot  act,  and  he  promised  he  would  stop  his  agitation,  but  said  that  lie 
found  a  strong  opposition  in  his  district  against  the  Speaker.  I  advised  him 
if  he  wished  to  be  returned  to  Congress  next  year  that  he  had  better  call  at 
our  office  and  explain  to  Mr.  Emery  the  nature  of  this  agitation  among  the 
Ohio  delegation.  Mr.  Cole  did  so,  as  directed,  and  Mr.  Emery  told  me  on  my 
return  to  the  office  last  Monday  that  he  had  Cole  on  the  carpet  in  our  office  and 
gave  him  a  long  lecture,  so  I  find  for  the  past  couple  of  days  that  this  has  had  a 
good  effect  among  several  Members  of  the  Ohio  delegation,  for  they  are  begin- 
ning to  believe  that  the  manufacturers  are  aroused  now  in  Ohio  on  account  of 
the  fight  that  they  are  making  against  the  Speaker,  and  some  of  the  gentlemen 
of  this  delegation  will  not  get  into  print  as  often  as  they  have  been  doing  for 
the  past  six  weeks. 

I  am  relating  this  incident  to  you  so  that  you  will  clearly  see  that  our  field 
work  is  generally  effective,  and  out  of  quick,  short  campaigns  the  results  are 
lasting.    This  case  has  demonstrated  that  fully. 

On  Tuesday  morning  I  called  at  the  office  of  Senator  Aldrich  and  was  told 
by  Mr.  Sheldon.  Senator  Foraker's  late  secretary,  that  Senator  Charles  Dick, 
of  Ohio,  was  very  anxious  to  see  me.  I  went  to  Mr.  Dick's  office,  and  he  made 
a  strong  appeal  to  me  for  our  support  out  in  Ohio.  He  stated  that  up  to  the 
present  time  there  was  no  opposition  against  him  and  that  ex-Senator  J.  B. 
Foraker  was  doing  everything  he  possibly  could  to  have  him  returned  to  the 
Senate,  and  that  Foraker  advised  him  to  see  me  and  get  our  support.  Mr.  Dick 
showed  me  a  form  of  petition  that  he  is  putting  out.  and  he  asked  me  if  I 
would  be  kind  enough  to  have  Mr.  Emery  call  with  me  at  his  residence  for  a 
private  conference  as  soon  as  convenient. 

Of  course  I  was  diplomatic  with  Mr.  Dick,  for  they  are  beginning  to  believe 
here  in  Washington  that  he  will  succeed  himself  from  Ohio  next  fall.  Mr. 
Emery  fully  encouraged  and  agreed  with  all  I  did  and  advised  me  to  say  to 
Mr.  Dick  when  I  saw  him  again  that  yourself  and  our  organization  would 
render  to  him  such  support  as  we  were  able  to  give  from  this  time  on.  I  believe 
it  is  good  policy  to  aid  Mr.  Dick  in  every  way  we  possibly  can,  for  he  has  many 
friends  in  the  Senate,  and  I  have  known  him  for  the  past  30  years,  and  I 
believe  that  he  was  the  best  State  chairman  that  Ohio  ever  had,  and  he  is 
certainly  one  of  the  best  organizers  that  there  are  in  Ohio,  and  I  feel  sure  that 
he  will  come  back  to  the  Senate,  and  if  we  aid  him  now  he  will  be  our  very 
warm  friend. 

I  expect  to  see  Senator  Aldrich  to-morrow  to  report  to  him  fully  my  work  in 
Rhode  Island,  and  I  am  predicting  at  the  close  of  this  letter,  as  I  have  in  many 
others,  that  our  campaign  here  this  winter  will  be  a  complete  success. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3543  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Kirby,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  much  from  that  letter: 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Emery,  I  called  on  the  Vice  President  on  Tuesday 
morning  in  relation  to  the  fight  that  is  being  made  upon  the  Speaker  by  the 
Members  of  Congress.  Mr.  Emery  advised  that  I  suggest  to  him  that  we  would 
be  pleased  to  aid  him  in  any  way  we  possibly  could  to  offset  the  fight  that  is 
now  being  made  upon  the  Speaker.  We  have  known  for  a  long  time  that  Mr. 
Sherman  is  the  Speaker's  trusted  and  true  friend,  and  I  told  the  Vice  President 
that  through  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  we  are  representing 
fifty-five  organizations  from  New  York  State.  Mr.  Sherman  was  very  desirous 
for  a  list  of  the  organizations  and  thanked  me  sincerely  for  the  proffered  aid, 
and  told  me  to  tell  Mr.  Emery  that  he  would  keep  in  touch  with  us  and  if  our 
aid  was  required,  would  seek  it  at  the  proper  moment. 

I  again  called  on  the  Vice  President  this  morning  and  furnished  him  a  list, 
as  desired,  and  had  a  long  interview  with  him  concerning  certain  bills  before 
Congress.  Mr.  Sherman  confidentially  stated  to  me  that  President  Taft  is  now 
being  made  aware  of  the  many  good  things  that  our  association  has  done  for 
the  Republican  Party  for  the  past  seven  years,  and  he  assured  me  that  the 
President  would  not  press  any  labor  bills  at  this  session  of  Congress,  and  at  the 
close  of  my  interview  with  the  Vice  President  I  was  more  than  ever  confident 
of  complete  success  in  Washington  this  winter. 
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Senator  Reed.  3544,  3545  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to 
Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  desire  to  ask  a  question  or  two  in  respect  to  this 
letter,  and  I  read  the  following  extract  from  it : 

I  received  a  letter,  dated  January  31,  from  Mr.  Porter,  announcing  that  he 
would  not  come  to  Baltimore,  but  that  he  would  send  Mr.  A.  It.  Torrey  in  hid 
place;  so  I  met  Mr.  Torrey  on  Wednesday  morning  at  the  Rennert  Hotel  at 
about  9  o'clock,  and  did  all  I  possibly  could  to  educate  him  to  the  situation  in 
Baltimore.  I  instructed  him  upon  the  legislation  that  has  been  before  Congress 
here  for  the  past  several  years  and  the  bills  that  particularly  affected  Mary- 
land. I  also  gave  him  a  short  sketch  of  the  campaign  that  was  made  here  against 
the  late  Senator  McComas  on  account  of  his  radical  labor  views,  and  Mr.  George 
A.  Pearre  and  other  agitators  of  that  stripe. 

Mr.  Torrey  and  I  called  on  Mr.  I.  H.  Scates  at  about  10  a.  m.,  and  Mr.  Sea  tea 
stated  to  Mr.  Torrey  that  he  would  willingly  do  everything  that  lay  in  his 
power  to  aid  him  in  his  campaign  for  membership  in  Baltimore.  I  secured  for 
Mr.  Torrey  a  complete  list  of  the  members  of  the  local  manufacturers'  organiza- 
tions in  Baltimore,  and  had  Mr.  Scates  check  those  up,  giving  Torrey  an  Idea 
who  were  the  best  ones  to  call  on.  Mr.  Scates  is  very  subservient  to  us  at  the 
present  time,  for  we  intend  to  start  more  hell  in  Baltimore  among  the  politicians 
than  was  ever  started  there  before. 

Who  is  Mr.  Torrey  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Torrey  was  one  of  the  solicitors  for  member- 
ship for  that  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  getting  members  for  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  also  engaged  in  collecting  money  for  them, 
do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  But  he  was  a  man  who  was  sent  out  to  get  members? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  Mr.  Porter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Porter  is  the  head  of  the  collection  bureau,  as 
I  understaand  it,  and  the  membership  bureau. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  the  man  who  did  the  collecting,  is  he? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  so,  sir.  In  fact,  I  know  so,  because  in 
campaigning  around  I  have  often  run  across  where  Mr.  Torrey  has 
been,  particularly  on  the  1910  Hughes  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this,  further : 

From  what  I  have  seen  of  Mr.  Torrey  I  believe  he  will  make  good,  and  I  shall 
4o  everything  that  lies  in  my  power  to  keep  the  agitation  going  and  help  him  to 
get  a  large  membership  from  our  State. 

Scates  and  I  worked  shoulder  to  shoulder  all  day  yesterday,  and  when  he  left 
me  in  the  evening  he  was  very  much  elated  and  felt  positive  that  he  would  win, 
for  we  have  Secured  pledges  from  many  of  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  organi- 
zation in  Maryland  that  they  would  Indorse  Scates  for  the  collectorship ;  so  if  we 
can  accomplish  this  fact  we  will  dethrone  the  boss,  and  there  will  be  a  new  boss 
in  that  State  from  this  time  out 

Of  course,  this  work  will  help  us  with  the  Maryland  delegation,  for  the  two 
Senators  are  Democrat  a  at  the  present  time  and  the  congressional  delegation 
la  evenly  divided — three  Democrats  and  three  Republicans.  Two  of  the  Demo- 
crats are  our  friends,  so  we  can  lose  nothing  by  starting  this  fight,  and  I  am 
perfectly  confident  of  success  and  the  gaining  of  good  membership  inside  of  the 
next  couple  of  weeks. 

I  shall  write  you  daily  and  keep  you  posted  how  the  thing  goes  on,  and  I  feel 
that  Mr.  Scates  will  communicate  with  you  in  the  very  near  future,  so  you  will 
know  what  prospects  we  have  of  success. 

You  have  already  told  us  who  Mr.  Scates  was. 
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No.  3546  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird. 
The  Chaikman.  It  is  unimportant,  I  think. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  this  should  be  read : 

I  sent  yesterday  a  set  of  law  books  to  Judge  Speer,  and  there  is  a  new  work 
out  here  called  "  The  Tariff  Act  of  1909,"  with  the  full  tariff  bill  in  its  various 
forms  that  was  introduced  in  the  61st  Congress,  first  session.  It  is  a  very  neatly 
bound  book  and  would  make  a  valuable  document  for  any  big  manufacturing 
plant,  so  if  you  wish  me  to  send  some  of  them  out  to  your  friends,  please  notify 
me  when  you  answer  this  letter.  I  will  send  one  of  them  to  the  New  York  office 
to-morrow. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  No.  3547  is  unimportant.  It  is  of  the  same 
character. 

No.  3548  is,  I  think,  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  So  are  No.  3550  and  No.  3551. 

Senator  Reed.  Nos.  3549,  3550,  3551,  and  3552  are,  I  think,  unim- 
portant. 

No.  3553  is  a  copy  of  an  account,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  item : 

Jan.  27.  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  retail  clerks'  union  for  organization  and 
campaign- work  information  furnished,  $25. 

Where  was  that  clerk — in  what  town? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  paid  to  Mr.  Ridge,  of  Providence,  R.  I. 

Senator  Reed.  For  whom  was  he  working? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  helping  Mr.  Aldrich  at  the  time. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  also  this  item : 

Feb.  1.  aid  to  one  member  of  the  molders'  union  and  our  party  worker  for 
doing  organization  work  at  Baltimore,  $24. 

Who  was  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  paid  to  Mr.  Edward  Booth,  a  member  of 
the  molders'  union  of  that  city  and  an  old  party  worker  for  me  for 
many  years. 

Senator  Reed.  Also  there  is  this  item : 

Feb.  6.  Incidental  expenses  from  Jan.  24  to  Feb.  6.  fourteen  days,  inclusive, 
while  doing  campaign  work  in  Rhode  Island,  New  York,  and  Baltimore,  $30. 

Were  you  doing  campaign  work  during  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  When  in  the  field  I  was  always  doing  campaign 
work. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3554  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter,  and  I 
think  part  of  it  should  be  read : 

I  shall  see  Senator  Aldrich's  secretary  to-day  and  try  to  get  yo«  a  copy  of 
the  constitution  and  by-laws  of  the  Mutual  Aid  Societies  of  the  Rhode  Island 
Traction  Companies,  and  I  feel  if  Senator  Aldrich  is  interested  in  those  compa- 
nies we  will  secure  the  copies  that  you  want.  I  wrote  you  concerning  the 
indemnity  insurance  that  our  committee  has  started,  and  I  suppose  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  say  anything  further  in  relation  to  that  ,  but  anything 
I  can  possibly  do  I  shall  do  with  my  whole  heart,  if  you  desire  it. 

What  was  the  "  indemnity  insurance  "  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  an  insurance  organization,  I  believe,  that 
Mr.  Schwedtman  started. 

Senator  Walsh.  Here  is  another  paragraph  which  I  will  read : 

There  is  quite  an  active  movement  started  here  by  the  labor  unions  to  get  the 
Gardner  eight-hour  bill  out  of  committee,  but  from  all  indications  we  have  got 
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that  bill  pretty  well  cornered,  and  there  is  no  danger  of  the  labor  committee 
succeeding  at  this  session  of  Congress.  I  hope  you  will  have  Brother  Emery 
with  you  on  the  15th  instead  of  Landis,  for  I  am  positive  that  Sherman  will 
go  to  St.  Louis  in  the  early  part  of  April  and  will  fill  the  bill  for  your  meeting 
that  you  hold  in  April. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3555  is  unimportant. 
3556-3558  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Kirby,  is  it? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  that  which  ought  to  be  read. 
(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  3556-3558.) 

The  Chairman.  See  if  No.  3559  is  a  letter  written  by  you  to  Mr. 
Kirby. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  There  are  very  strenuous  times  in  Washington  among 
the  politicians  at  present.  There  are  thirty  Republican  Senators  to  be  elected 
this  fall,  and  there  have  been  many  requests  made  upon  us  for  our  aid.  Inside 
of  the  past  week,  as  I  wrote  you  before,  Mr.  Dick,  of  Ohio,  has  sought  our  aid; 
Scott,  of  West  Virginia ;  and  Depew,  of  New  York ;  and  the  latest  to  make  a 
special  request  that  we  give  him  any  assistance  we  possibly  could  is  Senator 
Thomas  Carter,  of  Montana.  Of  course,  we  have  had  Mr.  Aldrich  on  our  list  for 
the  past  nine  months. 

We  are  taking  advantage  of  the  situation  here  as  it  is  at  present,  for  by  using 
diplomacy  and  tact  it  is  possible  to  make  all  the  Republican  Members  who  are 
to  be  reelected  our  friends  and  also  to  do  some  good  work  among  the  Democrats. 
I  have  arranged  for  meetings  with  Mr.  Carter  and  Mr.  Dick  the  fore  part  of 
next  week,  and  I  shall  use  all  the  diplomacy  I  know  how  to  hold  them  as  our 
friends.  It  might  be  absolutely  necessary  to  make  trips  into  those  States  and 
districts,  so  I  send  notice  ahead  of  time  to  you  upon  this  matter  for  your  con- 
sideration. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  a  little  curious  to  know  if  you  did  go  to 
Montana,  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  I  have  known  Senator  Carter 
since  1892,  when  he  was  chairman  of  the  Republican  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  told  us  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  very  high  testimonials  from  Senator  Carter 
for  work  done  in  the  past.  I  was  always  able  to  approach  Senator 
Carter.  He  has  never  sought  any  aid  rrom  that  organization.  He 
wanted  me  myself,  if  I  could,  to  go  out  to  his  State,  but  later  on  he 
told  me  he  did  not  need  my  aid. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  No.  3560  a  telegram  to  Mulhall  from  Emery? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  says : 

Yours  received.  Congratulations  on  evident  good  work.  Let  me  know  if  situ- 
ation is  changed  in  any  way. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3561  is  unimportant. 
No.  3562  is  a  telegram  from  Mulhall  to  Emery. 
Senator  Walsh.  Already  quoted. 
The  Chairman.  Already  read. 
No.  3563  is  unimportant 
No.  3564  is  a  letter  from  whom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr. 
Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  a  part  of  it : 

My  Dear  Mb.  Kirby.  There  has  been  a  very  Interesting  session  for  the  past 
24  hours.    The  Democrats  of  the  House  are  trying  to  make  an  issue  at  \b& 


3162       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

ei pljt -hour  hill,  :ind  they  are  doing  everything  they  possibly  can  to  force  t-ie 
bill  nut  of  committee  and  upon  the  floor.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey:  Nichols.  >f 
IV'iirisyhniiisi :  and  Itainey.  of  Illinois,  apparently  have  this  Job  in  hand,  aid 
Hu::ht»<i  is  m-dny  making  a  canvass  of  the  entire  Labor  Committee,  asking  them 
to  attend  a  h^nrine  next  Tuesday  to  vote  upon  the  bill,  also  making  threats 
that  if  rlicy  d^n't  attend  this  committee  meeting  that  Rainey  and  others  will 
donnuTii'e  them  upon  the  floor. 

I  haw  had  two  very  interesting  interviews  with  Mr.  Gardner,  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  past  24  hours.  Mr.  McMichael.  one  of  our  workers  here,  phoned 
iii«*  early  this  morning,  advising  me  that  Mr.  Gardner  was  anxious  to  see  nie. 
I  m«»t  Mr.  Gardner  at  f»  a.  m..  and  he  informed  me  that  he  had  appointed  the 
KiitH'ommittees  of  the  Ijihor  Committee  as  we  wished  him  to  do.  and  he 
aimctincfsi  to  me  that  he  had  api»ointed  the  following  committee:  Mr.  Vreeland, 
Mr.  MaiiNon.  Mr.  .Mien.  Mr.  Riiney,  and  Mr.  Covington  as  subcommittee  No.  2. 
and  n-r<-n-'"l  tin*  ciirht  h<»ur  hill  to  that  committee.  This  makes  it  almost  im- 
|M»ssil>]«>  to  -»>t  this  hill  out  of  committee  at  this  session,  unless  the  Democrats 
<an  cet  the  full  commit h***  together  on  next  Tuesday,  which  I  feel  that  it  will 
be  impossible  for  them  to  do.  and  If  we  can  beat  them  in  their  next  effort  for  a 
meeting  on  next  Tuesday.  T  feel  that  we  are  safe  for  the  balance  of  the  winter. 

Who  was  Mr.  MrMirhael  i 

Mr.  Mn.iiAi.L.  Mr.  McMichael  was  chief  page  of  the  House  at  that 
time. 

The  Chairman.  No.  35fi5  is  unimportant. 

No.  ;>."»(;<;  is  unimportant. 

No.  35d7  is  unimportant. 

No.  :ir»riS  is  unimportant. 

No.  35(;<>  is  u  tele^nuu  from  whom? 

Senator  Wai-sii.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  sent  by  you  to  Emery, 
is  it  i 

Mr.  Mri.iiAij,.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  savs: 

Subcommittee  No.  i?  appointed  as  suggested  and  bill  referred  to  that  com- 
mittee by  chairman,  llnphes.  of  New  Jersey,  making  personal  canvass  of  fall 
committee  to  try  to  force  bill  out  next  Tuesday. 

M.  M.  MULHVLL. 

(Charge  .Tames  A.  Kmery.) 

The  Chairman.  3570,  3571  is  unimportant. 
What  is  No.  357l>? 

Mr.  Mi  i.iiAu..  A  telegram  I  received  from  Emery. 
The  Chairman.   It  savs: 

Congratulations  on  result  of  your  work  on  eipht-hour  bill  from  Van  Cleave, 
Schwedtman.  and  myself.     Shall  arrive  in  Washington  to-morrow  7.10  p.  m. 

James  a.  Emeby. 

3573,  3574  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Mn. ham..  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Kirby. 

(Senator  Walsh  road  in  full  3573,  3574.) 

The  Chairman.  3575,  3570  is  cumulative,  and  therefore  unim- 
portant. 

What  is  No.  3577? 

Mr.  MulhaMm  The  previous  one,  3575,  3576,  is  a  letter  I  wrote  to 
Mr.  (ieorpe  1).  Sol  by.  who  was  one  of  the  directors  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

The  Chairman.  And  No.  3577  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Mvi.fiAi.L.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  has  been  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  Mr.  Birds  acknowledgment  of  the  letter. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3578  is  unimportant. 
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Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  3579?     . 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 
The  Chairman.  I  think  that  is  unimportant 
No.  3580  is  unimportant. 
I  think  No.  3581  is  unimportant. 
No.  3582  is  unimportant. 
3583,  3584  is  unimportant. 
No.  3585  from  Bannon  is,  I  think,  unimportant. 
8586,  3587  is  about  the  Maryland  campaign,  and  I  think  is  un- 
important. 

No.  3588  is  a  letter  from  whom? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  myself. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

I  hope  that  the  proposed  injunction  legislation  will  share  a  similar  fate. 
What  on  earth  can  induce  patriotic  statesmen  to  advocate  any  fooling  with 
injunction  legislation  to  please  a  lot  of  advocates  of  riot  is  more  than  I  can 
comprehend,  particularly  as  their  political  influence  will  he  a  hundred  times  out- 
weighed by  citizens  who  will  not  stand  for  such  legislation. 

I  am  especially  pleased  at  what  you  say  concerning  Mr.  Bannon,  and  shall 
make  it  a  point  to  talk  with  Mr.  Selby  when  at  our  board  meeting  next  week, 
as  I  expect  he  will  be,  with  regard  to  the  importance  of  sending  Mr.  Bannon 
back  to  Congress  next  fall. 

No.  3589  is  unimportant,  I  think. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Selby  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3590  is  unimportant. 

Please  examine  3591,  3592  and  see  whether  it  is  an  account  you 
filed,  and  whether  it  was  paid. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  3593,  3594  states  the  contents  of  a  bill  introduced 
in  the  House  and  is,  I  think,  unimportant. 

No.  3595  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  MulhaHw  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Carpenter  at  the 
White  House. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3596  is  unimportant. 

No.  3597  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3596. 

No.  3598  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Parry. 

No.  3599- 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  of  no  consequence. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3600  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3599. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3601  is  unimportant. 

No.  3602  is  unimportant. 

I  think  3603,  3604  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  first  paragraph : 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  I  had  a  very  pleasing  Interview  with  Mr.  Torrey,  the 
gentleman  that  Mr.  Porter  sent  to  canvass  for  membership  in  Baltimore  on  last 
Saturday.  Mr.  Torrey  showed  me  a  letter  that  he  received  from  Mr.  Porter  and 
the  answer  that  he  sent  to  the  New  York  office.  I  very  much  approved  of  the 
letter  that  Mr.  Porter  sent  and  fully  agree  with  him  that  Torrey  was  extremely 
slow  in  pushing  matters  in  Baltimore.  All  the  time  that  he  has  been  there,  Mr. 
Sen  tea  and  I  have  seen  very  little  of  him,  and  I  told  him  on  Saturday  that  If 
he  had  kept  in  touch  with  Mr.  Scates  and  myself  he  would  have  made  more 
rapid  progress. 

It  goes  on  and  discusses  what  Mr.  Torrey  is  doing.  I  do  not  think 
we  need  pause  to  read  that. 
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No.  3605  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  begins: 

Mr.  Watson  left  here  about  a  week  ago,  and  Just  before  he  left  he  and  I  called 
on  Secretary  Nagel  in  relation  to  the  position  of  our  friend,  Wilber  W.  Hobba. 

What  was  he  running  for? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  A  position  in  the  Census  Office. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  3606  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bannon  from 
you? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  You  say : 

I  am  sorry  that  you  could  not  fill  that  engagement  in  St.  Louis,  for  if  you 
did  they  would  give  you  one  of  the  greatest  audiences  that  you  ever  saw  at  a 
Republican  gathering.  From  your  latest  letters  it  appears  that  you  have  not 
understood  my  object  in  writing  to  Mr.  George  D.  Selby,  of  the  Selby  Shoe  Co. 
I  wrote  him  for  the  purpose  of  Impressing  him  with  the  importance  of  having 
you  returned  to  the  next  Congress,  and  when  I  told  Mr.  Selby  that  we  would 
like  very  much  to  have  him  here  for  a  couple  of  weeks  to  help  us  out  this 
spring,  it  was  only  done  in  a  diplomatic  sense,  so  that  you  might  have  his  aid 
in  your  next  primary  fight  from  your  district  Of  course,  we  would  be  glad  to 
see  you  here  nt  any  time,  but  that  two  weeks'  clause  was  merely  for  Mr.  Selby. 

I  was  given  to  understand  by  our  president,  Mr.  John  Kir  by,  and  also  Mr. 
Van  Cleave,  president  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  that  both 
those  gentlemen  made  a  very  strong  plea  to  Mr.  Selby  for  his  aid  to  have  you 
returned  to  Congress  at  this  coming  session.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Kirby 
met  Mr.  Selby  at  the  last  meeting  of  our  executive  board,  in  New  York,  on  the 
24th  of  last  month,  and  those  gentlemen  were  here  in  Washington  the  fore 
part  of  last  week  and  they  told  me  of  the  good  work  they  did  with  Mr.  Selby 
so  that  you  might  secure  his  active  cooperation  in  your  next  election. 

3607,  3608,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 

No.  3609,  which  is  a  telegram,  and  No.  3610,  also  a  telegram,  I 
think  are  unimportant. 
No.  3611  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Emery,  is  it 

l.«Ot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

In  running  around  the  Capitol  for  the  past  two  days  I  have  met  a  large 
number  of  leaders  of  the  House  and  Senate,  and  I  have  been  assured  by  two 
leading  Senators  that  there  have  been  several  Members  of  the  House  and 
Senate  who  have  called  on  the  President  lately  and  advised  him  not  to  push 
iiny  injunction  legislation  at  this  session.  This  has  also  been  told  me  by  three 
Members  of  the  House,  so  I  am  positive  from  the  information  I  have  received 
that  the  Moon  bill  will  never  come  out  of  committee.  I  have  met  Mr.  Moon 
three  times  inside  the  last  three  days.  When  I  first  ran  into  him  he  was  very 
sour,  but  he  has  thawed  out  considerably  yesterday  afternoon  and  this  morn- 
ing. Of  course,  I  did  not  press  him  for  much  information,  but  I  was  fully 
convinced  from  the  short  talk  I  had  with  him  this  morning  that  he  is  hearing 
from  his  constituents  in  a  very  forceful  way. 

.    No.  3612  is  a  telegram  to  Mr.  Emery  from  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

From  information  received  this  morning  from  several  leaders,  there  will  be 
no  injunction  legislation.    Will  write  fully  this  afternoon. 

No.  3613  is  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 
The  Chairman.  It  seems  to  be  about  different  speakers. 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  8614-3616  seems  to  be  unimportant 
3617-3622  appears  to  be  a  duplication  of  3614-3616. 
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No.  3623  is  unimportant. 

No.  3624  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads: 

Replying  to  your  letter  of  March  7,  Mr.  Porter  and  I  have  discussed  many 
times  Mr.  Torrey's  activities  in  Baltimore,  and  we  are  unable  to  understand 
why  they  have  not  been  productive  of  more  results. 

Mr.  Porter  made  a  visit  there  and  made  an  investigation,  and  reported  that 
Torrey  ^ras  "  asleep  at  the  switch." 

I  showed  your  letter  to  Mr.  Porter,  and  he  stated  he  had  already  made  ar- 
rangements for  Torrey  to  remain  there  a  little  longer  and  see  if  it  was  not 
possible  to  get  out  of  it  the  amount  of  money  we  advanced  him. 

I  wish  you  could  spare  a  little  time  with  him,  for  if  we  could  get  about  8  or 
10  memberships  we  could  break  even  with  his  expense,  and  this,  of  course,  we 
are  desirous  of  doing. 

No.  3625  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Emery  to  you. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Part  of  it  reads: 

Try  to  find  out  extent  to  which  protests  are  being  received  regarding 
injunction  legislation. 

What  had  been  done  to  promote  these  protests? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  they  were  sending  in  protests  to  Mr. 
Moon  and  other  leaders  who  had  the  bill  on  the  floor  at  the  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Getting  protests  to  send  to  Members? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  to  send  to  Members  of  Congress  from  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3626*  is  unimportant. 

No.  3627  is  advice  from  Mr.  Bannon.  That  is  along  the  same 
line  that  we  have  had  before  in  reference  to  this  matter. 

No.  3628  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Carpenter,  the  Secretary  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  about  Mr.  Stone's  appointment.     So  is  No. 

3629. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  Mr.  Stone  running  for? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  wanted  to  be  collector  of  customs  again  for  the 
port  of  Baltimore. 

Senator  Reed.  Nos.  3628,  3629,  and  3630  are  all  in  reference  to  this. 
I  do  not  think  we  need  read  them. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  three  letters  show  that  the  White  House  re- 
versed themselves  three  times  that  day. 

Senator  Reed.  In  view  of  that  statement,  I  will  read  this  letter: 

(3628.) 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  March  10,  1910. 

My  Dear  Col.  Mulhall:  Since  writing  you  my  last  letter  the  President  has 
decided  not  to  withdraw  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stone,  but  he  has  asked  the 
chairman  of  the  Senate  committee  haying  charge  of  the  nomination  to  take  no 
action  on  it  until  he  has  had  an  opportunity  to  hear  your  committee.  I  write 
this  simply  so  that  there  may  be  no  mistake  in  your  understanding  of  the 
condition  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

Sincerely,  yours.  Fred  W.  Carpenter 

Secretary  to  the  President. 
Col.  M.  M.   Mulhall, 

Union  Trust  Building,  Washington. 
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The  next  letter,  No.  3629,  is  dated  the  same  day,  March  10,  1910, 
and  reads  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Col.  Mulhall:  The  letter  and  inclosures  which  you  left  with  me 
yesterday  from  Mr.  Thomas  J.  Wentworth,  secretary  of  the  Baltimore  Business 
Men's  Association,  protesting  against  the  reappointment  of  William  F.  Stone 
as  collector  of  customs  at  Baltimore,  has  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
President.  The  President  prefers  that  the  committee,  which  was  to  call  on  him 
next  Saturday,  should  call  instead  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  whom 
I  have  referred  the  papers. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Fred  W.  Carpenter, 

Secretary  to  the  President. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Union  Trust  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

The  next  is  No.  3630,  which  is  also  dated  "The  White  House, 
Washington,  March  10,  1910,"  and  reads  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Col.  Mulhall  :  The  President  wishes  me  to  say  that  he  will  to-day 
withdraw  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stone  for  reappointment  as  collector  of  cus 
toms  at  Baltimore,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  your  committee  a  chance  to  be  heard 
on  the  charges  which  you  have  submitted.  Will  you  therefore  please  have  the 
committee  keep  the  appointment  heretofore  made  for  Saturday,  March  12th, 
at  twelve  o'clock? 

Very  truly,  yours,  Fred  W.  Carpenter, 

Secretary  to  the  President. 
Col.   M.   M.   Mulhall, 

Union  Trust  Building,   Washington. 

There  is  this  note  in  parenthesis  on  the  last  letter : 
This  came  last 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  in  the  morning  the  President  de- 
termined not  to  withdraw  the  nomination  of  Afr.  Stone,  at  noon 
he  concluded  he  would  refer  the  matter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, and  in  the  evening  he  concluded  he  would  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  ne  would  withdraw  it;  yes.  There  are  three 
letters. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  protesting  against  Mr.  Stone's  appoint- 
ment? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  fought  Mr.  Stone  from  the  time  I  was  in  the 
organization.  I  was  a  friend  of  Mr.  McComas  and  Mr.  Pearre. 
At  first  he  helped  Mr.  Pearre  and  later  lie  turned  against  Mc- 
Comas  

Senator  Heed.  Well,  you  were  fighting  Mr.  Stone? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  was  not  fighting  him.  The  organization 
was  fighting  him. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3631  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3628. 

No.  3632  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3630. 

3633.  3634  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3629. 

No.  3635  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3630. 

No.  3636  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Carpenter.    It  reads : 

Please  see  that  committee  which  is  to  call  on  the  President  to-morrow  is 
limited  to  not  more  than  five  or  six  members,  as  previously  arranged.  The 
President  can  not  receive  a  larger  committee. 

Fbed  W.  Carpenter, 

Secretary. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  reversed  himself  on  that.    He  only  wanted  4 
or  5  and  he  granted  us  18. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  3637  is  unimportant. 
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No.  3638  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3639,  3640  is  in  regard  to  the  Stone  appoint- 
ment, and  I  think  one  portion  there  should  be  read,  which  is  as 
follows : 

I  have  been  making  a  careful  canvass  among  the  Senators  and  Members  of 
the  House  in  relation  to  the  injunction  bill  that  the  President  is  pushing,  and 
I  feel  positive,  as  I  have  always  stated,  that  there  wUl  be  no  injunction  bUl 
get  through  this  session  of  Congress. 

I  am  sorry  to  report  that  the  President  went  back  on  Senator  Hemenway  and 
Watson.  He  agreed  to  withhold  certain  patronage  from  Beveridge  in  their 
districts,  but  when  they  were  absent  from  Washington  here  he  threw  them  down 
and  gave  Beveridge  the  patronage. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  Mr.  Scates  after? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  wanted  to  succeed  Stone  as  collector  of  cus- 
toms of  Baltimore. 

Senator  Reed.  3641,  3642  are  duplicates  of  3639,  8640. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  has  no  number,  but  apparently  should 
be  No.  3643. 

Senator  Reed.  Please  look  at  this  and  say  what  this  is  [handing 
witness  No.  3643]. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  This  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird 
to  me. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  this  sentence: 

I  have  your  letter  of  March  14,  and  from  the.  reports  I  have  bad  from  Wash- 
ington, I  judge  you  have  been  pretty  busy  on  the  collectorship  matter.  Friend 
Watson  was  at  our  merchant-marine  dinner  on  Monday  night  and  conveyed  to 
me  the  information  contained  in  the  copies  of  letters  received  by  you  from  the 
White  House. 

What  was  that  "  merchant-marine  dinner  "  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  quite  clear.     I  guess  that  was  some  din- 
ner they  got  up  for  that  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  The  remainder  of  the  letter  reads  as  follows : 

My  vocabulary  does  not  permit  me  to  express  my  disgust  for  such  a  condition. 
Still,  however,  I  feel  confident  when  you  get  your  fighting  clothes  on  some- 
thing is  going  to  happen,  and  if  Stone  does  get  it  he  will  have  had  the 
hardest  job  of  his  career. 

Confidentially,  however,  I  have  regretted  from  the  start  that  a  stronger  man 
than  Mr.  Scates  was  not  selected.  I  felt  from  the  beginning  that  when  it  came 
to  the  question  of  fighting  he  did  not  have  the  backbone  necessary.  Still, 
under  your  tutelage,  he  may  acquire  this  lacking  quality  and  we  may  all  be 
agreeably  disappointed. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  the  hardest  fight  of  his  career,  too. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  land? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir ;  Mr.  Hitchcock  landed  him. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3644  is  a  copy  of  a  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter, 
and  I  will  read  part  of  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  say  that  Mr.  Scates  was  eventually  ap- 
pointed? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  He  would  have  been  appointed  if  it  was 
not  for  the  interference  of  the  Postmaster  General. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  that  is  what  you  meant.  He  did  not  get  the 
place,  because  Hitchcock  interfered? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Because  Hitchcock  interfered — suppressed  any  pub- 
licitv  of  Mr.  Stone's  defense. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  did  get  the  place? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Stone  was  reappointed  again. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  am  reading  now  from  No.  3644,  which  is  a  "  Dear 
Ferdinand  "  letter : 

I  also  note  what  you  state  in  you*  letter  about  my  losing  my  fight  to  Stone. 
Such  is  not  the  case,  for  we  compelled  the  President  to  withdraw  Stone's  name 
from  the  Senate,  and  for  the  past  five  or  six  weeks  one  of  the  merriest  fights 
that  Maryland  ever  saw  has  been  taking  place.  We  have  had  the  open  oppo- 
sition of  Mr.  George  A.  Pearre,  the  Congressman  from  the  sixth  Maryland  dis- 
trict, and  also  from  our  old  friend,  the  Postmaster  general,  the  Hon.  Frank 
Hitchcock,  both  being  strong  advocates  for  Stone's  reappointment.  With  aU 
this  influence,  we  have  been  able  to  block  the  appointment  of  Stone  up  to  date, 
■and  it  looks  now  as  though  we  might  be  able  to  beat  him. 

No.  3645  is  unimportant. 

No.  3646  is  also  aoout  Mr.  Stone. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  letter  from  President  Taft. 

Senator  Reed.  And  relates  to  the  appointment  of  Stone? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3646  from  the  President? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

(3046.) 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  March  SO,  1910. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  advises  me  that  he  has  exam- 
ined all  the  papers  in  the  case  of  the  proposed  reappointment  of  Collector  of 
-Customs  William  F.  Stone  at  Baltimore,  including  affidavits  and  other  repre- 
sentations charging  Collector  Stone  with  improper  conduct,  and  that,  after 
■careful  consideration,  he  finds  that  the  charges  are  not  sustained  and  recom- 
mends that  the  appointment  be  completed.  I  concur  in  this  judgment  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  have  accordingly  advised  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce of  the  Senate  that  I  hope  Mr.  Stone's  name,  already  sent  to  them,  may 
l>e  confirmed. 

Sincerely,  yours,  Wm.  H.  Taft. 

Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall  et  al., 

Baltimore,  Md. 

No.  3647  is  unimportant. 
•    No.  3648  is  unimportant. 

3649,  3650  is  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  last  paragraph  is  important,  and  I 
will  read  it: 

I  hope  to  be  In  New  York  about  the  last  of  this  week,  for  I  expect  I  shaH 
nave  to  go  there  to  make  arrangements  for  Vice  President  Sherman  and 
Messrs.  Fassett,  Fordney,  Watson,  and  Hemenway  to  go  west  to  the  graat  meet- 
ing that  will  be  held  in  St.  Louis  on  the  25th  instant.  During  my  visit  to  New 
York  I  shall  go  over  matters  with  you  fully,  for  there  is  a  lot  of  field  work 
which  is  pressing  at  the  present  time  extremely  hard.  I  have  frequently  prom- 
ised Senator  Aldrich  that  I  would  get  active  in  his  district,  and  I  have  also 
pledged  Mr.  Gardner  that  I  would  investigate  a  large  list  of  manufacturers 
that  he  gave  me  some  time  ago  in  his  district.  I  am  anxious  to  make  a  report 
to  Gardner,  for  I  feel  that  we  are  not  safely  out  of  the  woods  yet,  as  far  as 
labor  legislation  Is  concerned,  this  session. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  little  of  the  second  paragraph,  be- 
cause it  shows  they  finally  did  hook  up  with  Mr.  Farreu  to  some 
•extent : 

I  expect  to  have  use  for  Farrell  this  summer  in  a  political  way;  and  were 
it  not  for  his  relations  with  the  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association  I  would  can- 
didly and  honestly  teU  you  that  I  would  have  no  use  for  him  whatsoever, 
for  he  is  one  of  the  hardest  men  to  handle  that  I  know  of  in  New  York.    You 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3169 

will  note  by  Farrell'g  letter  that  he  is  under  the  impression  that  you  and  Mr. 
Lewis  are  interfering  with  some  of  his  clients,  and  he  is  anxious  to  have  me 
come  to  New  York  to  straighten  matters  out  for  him.  I  wrote  Farrell  last 
week,  copy  of  which  letter  I  herewith  inclose  and  also  a  letter  I  received  by 
special  delivery  from  him  to-day.  I  want  to  say  to  you  and  Mr.  Lewis  that 
I  have  always  advised  the  New  York  office  to  steer  clear  of  Mr.  Henry  White 
and  also,  as  far  as  possible,  of  Mr.  Farrell. 

Who  was  Mr.  Henry  White! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  secretary  of  the  Garment  Workers  for  a 
number  of  years,  and  a  worker  at  Mr.  Brownell's  headquarters  when 
Mr.  Brownell  was  running  the  publicity  bureau  in  1907  and  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  little  further : 

I  frequently  warned  Mr.  Brownell,  who  was  at  oue  time  employed  by  our 
association,  about  those  two  men,  but  he  paid  no  attention  to  my  warnings,  and 
the  result  was  that  he  got  his  fingers  very  badly  burned  by  both  those  gentle- 
men. Certainly  Mr.  Lewis  must  be  aware  of  this  fact,  for  he  was  with  Brownell 
at  the  time.  I  have  always  told  our  people  that  Mr.  Henry  White  is  one  of  the 
secret  staff  of  Sam  Gompers*s  organization,  and  he  will  go  to  any  extremes  to 
work  himself  into  the  confidence  of  the  friends  of  our  association,  and  it  was 
through  White,  Farrell,  and  others  that  they  employed  during  the  Brownell 
Incident  that  gave  Gompers  all  the  information  he  had  at  the  Norfolk  conven- 
tion of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor;  and  Mr.  Emery  joins  me  In  telling 
you  that  both  those  men  are  crooks,  so  I  hope  if  you  have  any  dealings  with 
them  that  you  will  have  them  independent  of  them  and  not  let  them  know  of 
any  movements  you  are  making  in  behalf  of  our  people.  I  feel  that  it  is  not 
necessary  for  you  to  be  posted  in  relation  to  this,  for  I  have  told  you  many 
times ;  but  it  is  my  duty,  after  receiving  Farrell's  letter,  to  inclose  it  to  you  and 
repeat  this  information,  feeling  that  on  account  of  your  many  duties  and  your 
press  of  work  that  you  may  have  forgotten  my  warnings  of  the  past. 

Now,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  statement  in  the  letter  which 
I  have  just  read: 

I  frequently  warned  Mr.  Brownell,  who  was  at  one  time  employed  by  our 
association,  about  those  two  men,  but  he  paid  no  attention  to  my  warnings,  and 
the  result  was  that  he  got  his  fingers  very  badly  burned  by  both  those  gentlemen. 

How  did  he  get  his  fingers  burned  by  these  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  in  the  Gompers  bribery  case.  I  warned 
Mr.  Brownwell  not  to  go  into  it,  and  not  to  treat  with  those  men.  I 
understood  that  Mr.  White  was  one  of  the  men  that  inspired  the 
-effort  to  bribe  Gompers. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3651  is  another  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby  from  you,  is 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says : 

I  was  over  here  last  week  and  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  Senator  Aldrich, 
and  to-day  I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  the  Vice  President,  and  from 
the  information  those  gentlemen  gave  me  I  predict,  as  I  have  for  the  past  two 
months,  that  we  will  be  victors  after  the  flght  of  the  past  winter  and  spring, 
and  when  Congress  closes  we  can  honestly  boast  that  the  fight  has  been  ours. 

I  think  3652,  3653  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  something  in  that  which  I  think  should 
be  read.    Will  you  have  the  letter  identified  ? 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter.  They  are  all 
generally  identified? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  part  of  that  letter,  as  follows: 

I  have  also  had  several  Interviews  with  our  James  and  am  anxious  to  have 
him  accompany  our  guests  West,  for  I  feel  this  will  give  us  a  splendid  oppor- 
tunity to  find  out  from  Fassett  and  Sherman  and  the  others  a  thosoxxjgo^ 
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the  land  and  what  we  may  expect  in  the  way  of  legislation  for  the  balance  of 
this  session  of  Congress.  You  know  Mr.  Emery  is  a  thorough  diplomat,  and 
being  48  hours  with  those  gentlemen,  we  will  pretty  thoroughly  know  what  the 
situation  is  before  we  leave  them. 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  last  week  with  Senator  Aldrich,  and  from 
what  I  learned  from  Mr.  Sherman  this  morning  I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Emery 
and  I  can  get  away  from  Washington  safely  on  the  24th,  so  I  hope  you  will 
write  Mr.  Emery  and  insist  on  his  being  one  of  the  party.  I  will  make  arrange- 
ments with  the  Pennsylvania  road  this  afternoon  for  several  compartments  on 
the  limited  express  from  here  on  the  24th  instant,  so  that  if  we  wish  to  make 
any  change  it  will  give  us  time  to  do  so ;  and  I  would  suggest  that  you  do  like- 
wise from  the  St.  Louis  end  for  the  night  of  the  25th,  as  I  understand  from 
Sherman  and  the  rest  that  they  wish  to  return  here  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  relation  to  the  finances,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  not  got  much  ready  cash 
just  now,  so  I  would  be  pleased  if  you  would  send  a  check  sufficient  to  bring 
the  party  there,  and  I  will  talk  finances  with  you  when  I  get  to  St.  Louis  for 
our  return  trip.  Of  course  I  understand,  as  you  state  in  your  letter,  that  your 
organization  are  not  millionaires,  and  I  will  be  as  careful  as  I  possibly  can, 
using  proper  discretion  to  see  that  these  gentleman  are  comfortably  looked 
after,  but  there  shall  be  no  extravagance. 

Senator  Seed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  sentence : 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  last  week  with  Senator  Aldrich,  and  from 
what  I  learned  from  Mr.  Sherman  this  morning  I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Emery 
and  I  can  get  away  from  Washington  safely  on  the  24th. 

What  was  it  here  in  Washington  that  made  it  necessary  for  you 
to  have  a  conference  before  it  was  safe  for  you  to  leave? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  organization  never  thought  it  was  safe  to  leave 
Washington  entirely  unprotected,  but  that  there  should  be  either  Mr. 
Emery  or  I  here  at  all  times. 

Senator  Heed.  You  thought  it  was  hardly  safe  to  leave  Washing- 
ton unprotected  when  Congress  was  in  session  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Hardly. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  to  keep  your  hand  on  the  throttle. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  guess  Brother  Kirby  thought  that,  too,  and  the 
others  of  the  organization.  It  makes  him  laugh  now,  but  it  did  not 
make  him  laugh  then. 

Senator  Reed.  They  were  having  a  tariff  commission  convention  in 
Indianapolis,  but  they  refused  to  let  you  leave  Washington  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  not  safe  for  you  to  leave  here  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  that  is  correct 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3654,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  call  attention  to  this  sentence : 

I  am  especially  anxious  to  have  you  wire  me,  because  I  have  promised  our 
mutual  friend,  Mr.  Tompkins,  to  come  to  Charlotte  again  next  week.  That 
means  I  must  leave  St.  Louis  on  Saturday  night.  April  16.  and  I  would  like  to 
know  before  I  go  that  the  Washington  situation  is  In  good  shape.. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  ask  about  this  special  train.  Did 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  pay  for  that  special 
train  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  they  paid  for  compartments  for  Mr.  Sher- 
man and  Mr.  Fassett  and  others  to  go  West. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  does  not  appear  that  there  was  a  special  train. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  they  paid  for  the  compartments? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  national  association  paid  for  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  think  you  will  find  it  in  my  expense  ac- 
count.   No;  I  withdraw  that.    Mr.  Schwedtman  sent  the  money  to 
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me  and  I  rendered  the  account  to  Mr.  Schwedtman.  Mr.  Schwedtman 
aent  me  $250  and  I  rendered  the  account  to  Mr.  Schwedtman.  The 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  paid  part  of  it,  and  I  do  not 
know  how  they  settled  with  Mr.  Schwedtman  for  the  balance. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3655  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  by  the  president 
of  the  association  to  Mr.  J.  Sloat  Fassett? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  I  think  it  is,  sir.  That  must 
have  been  a  copy  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Eeed.  You  say  that  is  probably  from  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  may  have  been  submitted  by  Mr.  Schwedtman 
to  me.    Let  us  see.    1910 

Senator  Reed.  He  might  have  signed  as  president? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  he  signed  as  president 
of  the  St.  Louis  association;  that  is  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Associa- 
tion. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3656  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  to  Mr.  Watson 
by  the  chairman  of  the  advisory  committee  and  which  is  found  here 
in  your  papers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  part  of  that  letter : 

This  is  the  day  of  our  annual  convention.  The  Hon.  James  S.  Sherman,  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  has  promised  to  be  the  principal  guest  of  honor, 
and  the  4,000  members  of  the  association  who  will  be  assembled  at  that  time 
will  be  very  much  pleased  to  have  a  patriotic  message  from  you. 

The  invitation  is  extended  to  you  in  the  name  of  the  8,000  members  of  our 
association  in  the  city  of  St.  Louis.  Our  association  is  built  on  democratic 
lines;  you  will  find  the  banker  and  his  wife  sitting  next  to  the  laborer  and  his 
wife,  and  the  occasion  should  be  a  splendid  one  to  impress  upon  the  city  of  St 
Louis  and  the  State  of  Missouri  the  importance  of  close  cooperation  between 
the  great  statesmen  of  our  Nation  and  the  citizens — the  voters. 

Col.  Mulhall  has  charge  of  the  party  which  is  coming  on  from  Washington, 
and  which  Will  consist  of  the  following  gentlemen  in  addition  to  yourself: 
Hon.  James  S.  Sherman,  Hon.  J.  Sloat  Fassett,  Hon.  Joseph  W.  Fordney,  and 
Hon.  James  A.  Hemenway. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Fordney  did  not  go.  Mr.  Fordney  at  almost 
the  last  moment  was  forced  to  stay  on  account  of  being  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means.  I  think  Mr.  Hemenway  and  Mr.  Wat- 
son joined  the  party  at  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3657  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (afer  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

Adding  to  my  letter  of  yesterday,  I  would  like  to  know  whether  you  want  us 
to  send  you  some  money  in  connection  with  your  visit  here  with  our  distin- 
guished guests.  I  figure  that  your  own  expenses  ought  easily  to  he  charged  to 
the  Washington  office.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Kirby  will  feel  the 
same  way  about  it.  I  am  not  sure  what  your  ideas  are  in  connection  with 
Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Hemenway.  I  do  not  suppose  that  you  expect  us  to  pay 
them  for  this  trip,  except  liberal  expenses.  The  same,  I  supose,  holds  good 
with  the  other  members  of  the  party ;  but  we  want  to  do  the  thing  right,  and 
we  will  be  guided  by  your  judgment  entirely. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3658  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  and  I  will 
read  this  one  sentence : 

The  crowning  achievement  of  your  record  was  the  Vice  President's  trip  out 
here. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  you  ought  to  read  the  next  sentence. 


3172      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  sentence  reads : 

We  will  get  some  good  out  of  It,  even  though  we  have  had  a  half  dozen 
members  send  In  their  resignations.    *    •    * 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Van  Cleave  want  me  to  thank  you  for  them  for  -the  kind  letter 
which  you  sent  them. 

3659"3661  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  is  important. 
Senator  TPalsh.  This  part  of  it  is  important : 

I  am  going  to  send  you  a  check  before  I  leave  on  Saturday,  but  before  then 
I  hope  to  have  a  telegram  or  letter  from  you  stating  how  many  are  coming. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  must  be  out  of  place.  I  will  read  the 
following  paragraph : 

I  am  delighted  to  learn  from  your  letter  that  you  have  seen  Mr.  Sherman  and 
Mr.  Watson.    I  am  also  delighted  to  learn  that  Mrs.  Watson  is  coming  with  him. 

That  seems  to  be  about  that  trip,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3662  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3659. 
No.  3663  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes.    That  is  Mr.  Bird's 
letter,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  it  the  following: 

Inasmuch  as  we  have  discussed  this  matter  over  the  telephone  I  will  not 
undertake  to  add  anything  to  what  I  have  stated  to  you  in  this  letter  other 
than  to  state  as  soon  as  you  come  to  New  York  and  are  in  the  office  I  will 
sit  down  with  you  and  convince  you  that  your  friend  Farrell  is  giving  you  a 
bum  steer.  I  have  not — and  you  can  assure  Mr.  Emery,  also,  of  the  fact — 
forgotten  your  warnings  in  reference  to  Mr.  Henry  White,  and  without  your 
kindly  suggestions  in  reference  to  this  gentleman  my  own  intuition  would  guide 
me  in  the  matter. 

Tours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager. 

No.  3664  is  unimportant. 

No.  3665  is  a  letter  sent  to  Mr.  Watson  by  somebody  who  signed 
himself  "  Faithfully,  yours, ,  president."    Whose  letter  is  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  a  letter  that  Mr. 
Schwedtman  sent  to  Mr.  Watson,  as  president  of  the  Citizens'  In- 
dustrial Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  important  in  that 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3666  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3667,  3668  is  also  unimportant,  I  think. 

Senator  Walsh.  A  part  of  that  is  important.  I  read  the  fol- 
lowing : 

We  are  also  working  strenously  to  make  the  meeting  a  memorable  one.  On 
second  thought  I  felt  that  we  had  better  send  a  little  reminder  to  Vice  Presi- 
dent Sherman,  and  copy  of  our  note  to  him  is  attached  hereto,  also  copy  of 
an  additional  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  our  friend  Watson  to-day.  I  am  also 
inclosing  herewith  a  check  made  to  your  order  for  $250. 

That  is  the  $250  you  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh  (continuing  reading) : 

I  suppose  this  is  sufficient  to  bring  the  people  out  here,  and  we  can  talk 
further  expenses  while  you  are  here. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  clearly  state,  Senator,  if  you  wish  to  know, 
how  that  money  was  paid. 
Senator  Walsh.  On,  no. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3669,  No.  3670,  and  3671,  3672,  are  duplicates 
of  other  numbers. 

No.  3673  is  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  telegram  sent  from  Emery  to  Schwedt- 
man.    It  reads : 

F.   C.    SCHWEDTMAN, 

Hotel  Seltoyn,  Charlotte,  N.  0.: 

Have  made  reservations  Sunday  night  train  from  Washington,  arriving  St. 
Louis  five-twenty  evening  twenty-fifth.  Arrival  at  noon  suggested  in  your 
letter  impossible.  This  will  allow  dinner  with  directors  preceding  Odeon 
meeting. 

James  A.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3674  is  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Sherman,  is  it 
not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  1  do  not  think  that  is  important. 

No.  3675  is  the  reply  of  Sherman.    That  is  unimportant. 

No.  3676  is  unimportant. 

No.  3677  is  unimportant. 

No.  3678  is  unimportant. 

No.  3679  is  a  letter  given  to  you,  from  Mr.  Mittenberger? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  the  original  letter  that 
Mr.  Schwedtman  sent  to  me.  You  had  that  about  those  people  resign- 
ing after  the  Sherman  speech. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.    This  letter  reads: 

Gentlemen  :  Please  accept  my  resignation  as  a  member.  I  decline  to  con- 
tribute any  money  since  you  have  become  an  adjunct  to  a  political  party. 

No.  3680  is  a  letter  from  Fritz  Nisbet? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  sent  to  you  also  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir ;  another  letter  of  resignation. 

Senator  Reed.  This  says : 

Gentlemen  :  Please  accept  my  resignation  as  a  member  of  your  association. 
When  I  applied  for  membership  I  was  not  aware -that  the  association  was  to 
be  used  as  part  of  a  political  machine. 

Respectfully,  Fritz  Nisbet. 

No.  3681  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter.  I  read  this  part 
of  it  : 

I  arrived  here  with  Vice  President  Sherman  at  8.30  this  morning,  and  he  was 
exceedingly  pleased  with  his  trip  and  the  meeting  that  was  held  in  St.  Louis. 
Senator  Fassett  left  us  at  Pittsburgh  and  went  to  New  York,  and  he  and  Sher- 
man talked  all  the  way  back  of  the  splendid  meeting  and  the  reception  they 
received,  and  were  hugely  surprised  at  the  size  of  the  meeting  and  with  the 
splendid  showing  that  the  organization  made  in  St.  Louis. 

I  gained  considerable  information  from  both  those  gentleman  on  our  return 
trip,  and  am  more  sanguine  than  ever  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legislation  at 
this  session  of  Congress.  I  gave  both  of  those  gentleman  a  lot  of  information 
concerning  Gompers's  and  Mitchell's  private  records,  and  I  particularly  called 
the  attention  of  the  Vice  President  to  the  speech  made  by  Dr.  Crockett  concern- 
ing Gompers  in  the  Littlefleld  campaign  in  1906.  Mr.  Sherman  was  very  much 
pleased  to  get  this  information,  and  I  called  his  attention  to  the  reception  given 
to  Gompers  by  the  leaders  of  the  party  here  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  conserva- 
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tion  convention  held  in  Washington,  when  33  governors  from  the  different  States 
were  here,  and  Gompers  was  introduced  to  some  of  the  leading  ladies  and  gen- 
tleman of  the  Nation.  Sherman  stated  that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  this 
would  never  occur  again,  and  that  he  would  use  the  information  I  gave  him  to 
advantage.  Of  course,  the  Vice  President  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  it  is  Post- 
master General  Hitchcock  who  is  responsible  for  Gompers  being  received  into 
the  society  of  Washington  and  his  reception  at  the  White  House.  I  thought 
this  would  he  a  good  time  to  get  this  matter  properly  before  Mr.  Sherman,  and 
I  succeeded  beyond  my  expectations  in  doing  so. 

Mr.  Sherman  had  to  lay  over  nearly  four  hours  in  Pittsburgh,  and  we  passed 
the  time,  at  his  suggestion,  by  seeing  Marie  Dressier  in  "Tillie's  Nightmare." 
The  Vice  President  enjoyed  the  play  very  much,  and  before  it  was  over  he  was 
interviewed  by  a  large  delegation  of  Pittsburgh  reporters,  who  learned  that  he 
was  at  the  theater.  We  left  Pittsburgh  last  evening  at  10.50,  and  the  Vice 
President  was,  as  I  stated  before,  greatly  pleased  with  his  entire  trip.  When 
he  left  me  at  the  station  he  thanked  me  very  kindly  for  our  care  of  him,  saying 
that  it  was  one  of  the  meetings  and  trips  that  he  should  remember  for  a  long 
time  for  the  splendid  care  shown  him. 

3682,  3683  is  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  rendered  this  asso- 
ciation, is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  the  first  item.  No ;  I  believe  that 
is  not  necessary,  either.    There  is  one  item  here,  as  follows : 

Apr.  24.  Transportation  from  Washington,  D.  C,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  with  com- 
partment, $28.00. 

That  was  on  your  trip  out  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  In  fact,  the  association  paid  my  expenses 
and  the  expenses  of  Bird  and  Emery,  I  believe. 

Senator  Keed.  No.  3684  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Bird,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  That  says: 

I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  April  27,  and  think  it  is  a  good  idea  to  get  into 
Gardner's  district  Just  as  soon  as  possible,  and  in  order  to  expedite  matters  Mr. 
Emery  will  hand  you  a  check  for  various  incidental  expenses  incurred  by  you. 
Kindly  give  Mr.  Emery  a  receipt  for  this,  and  greatly  oblige. 

What  Gardner  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  John  J.  Gardner,  of  the  second  New  Jersey  district. 

Senator  Reed.  And  what  were  you  going  there  for  at  this  time,  to 
help  him  or  to  fight  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  help  him  win  out. 

Senator  Reed.  And  why  were  you  now  helping  him,  when  you  had 
once  before  contended  against  him  so  long? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  feel  sure,  Senator,  that  there  was  a  letter  in  there, 
and  I  think  it  is  still  in  there — a  report — that  will  show  the  entire 
transaction.  Mr.  Gardner  made  a  complete  surrender.  He  admitted 
that  he  was  defeated  in  his  district  by  the  pressure  brought  against 
him  by  Gov.  Fort  and  Mr.  Speer  and  Mr.  Lewis  and  others.  He  sent 
for  me  on  former  occasions,  and  I  went  into  his  district,  and  he  told 
me  that  he  was  willing  to  do  what  he  was  told  to  do,  and  he  did — 
appointed  committees  and  everything  else;  made  a  complete  sur- 
render to  the  organization. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  letter,  I  think,  has  been  read. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  complete  report,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3685  is  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Kirby,  is  it  not! 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  trip  back  from  St.  Louis  with  our  Washington  friends, 
so  feeling  that  I  shall  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  soon  in  New  York,  I 
shall  make  this  letter  brief,  as  I  expect  to  make  a  variable  report,  which  I 
know  will  be  very  encouraging  to  you,  as  the  information  will  be  good. 

Senator  Walsh.  Eead  the  third  paragraph. 
Senator  Seed  (continuing  reading) : 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  a  clipping  of  the  Baltimore  Sun 
of  Sunday,  the  1st  instant,  which  will  show  to  you  that  the  recent  canvass  that 
was  made  against  the  Stone-Pear  re  combination  in  Maryland  was  extremely 
successful,  as  I  told  you  it  would  be  when  I  saw  you  last  in  St.  Louis. 

I  left  Baltimore  on  Friday  of  last  week  and  came  to  the  second  New  Jersey 
district  (Mr.  John  J.  Gardner's),  for  we've  been  promising  Gardner  for  some 
time  that  we  would  get  to  work  in  his  district  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 

I  had  a  phone  message  from  Mr.  Emery  last  Friday  to  start  for  this  district, 
for  Mr.  Gardner  had  called  him  up  and  was  protesting  for  our  not  keeping  our 
promise.  I  have  been  over  here  for  several  days,  and  expect  to  go  to  New 
York  to-morrow  to  see  Mr.  Bird,  and  will  talk  over  matters  with  him  concern- 
ing the  situation  here,  and  I  will  write  you  more  fully  from  our  own  office  at 
the  first  opportunity. 

3686,  3687  is  a  copv  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3688  is  a  letter  from  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3689  is  addressed  "Mr.  Thomas  H.  Major." 
That  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter.    Who  wrote  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  Thomas  H.  Major, 
the  general  superintendent  of  the  Roebling  Wire  Works,  at  Roebling, 
N.  J.,  the  gentleman  who  is  in  complete  cnarge  of  those  works. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  wrote  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wrote  that  letter  to  Mr.  Major. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  reads: 

After  my  very  pleasant  interview  with  you  on  last  Tuesday,  I  left  for  Tren- 
ton and  was  unable  to  see  Mr.  Roebling  at  that  time.  I  am  one  of  the  Wash- 
ington representatives  of  our  organization,  and  there  is  a  precarious  condition 
of  affairs  here  pertaining  to  the  eight-hour  bill,  as  I  explained  to  you  when  I 
had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  you. 

I  will  be  in  Trenton  on  next  Thursday,  and  I  am  very  anxious  to  see  Mr.  C.  Q. 
Roebling;  so  if  you  can  arrange  matters  so  that  I  can  have  a  talk  with  him  in 
relation  to  this  class  of  legislation,  I  shall  be  greatly  pleased. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  were  5,000  employees  in  that  factory,  and 
it  is  in  Mr.  Gardner's  district,  and  Mr.  Gardner  sent  me  there  spe- 
cially to  try  and  straighten  up  Roebling's. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3690  is  a  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter — a  letter  you 
wrote  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

I  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  this  morning,  and  also  with 
Senator  Hemenway,  and  Watson  assures  me  that  everything  is  going  along 
very  smoothly  here  in  relation  to  our  tariff  commission  bill.  Watson  says  the 
only  fear  he  has  is  that  Beveridge  is  taking  the  credit  of  the  bill,  and  he  has 
joined  the  insurgents  in  the  Senate  and  is  strongly  against  Aldrich  and  the 
other  leaders,  and  for  that  reason  he  is  afraid  that  Beveridge  will  do  us  some 
harm  if  he  can  not  be  called  off.  Hemenway  and  Senator  Dick  are  very  confi- 
dent that  we  will  have  smooth  sailing  in  the  Senate,  and  from  the  interviews 
I  have  had  with  several  Members  of  the  House  it  leads  me  to  believe  that  we 
will  certainly  meet  with  success  all  along  the  line. 
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No.  3691  is  a  letter  .from  our  friend  Mr.  Coudrey  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows : 

Have  you  heard  anything  from  St.  Louis?    As  soon  as  you  return  here  to 
Washington  I  wish  you  would  call  me  up,  as  I  would  like  to  see  you. 
With  my  very  best  wishes,  I  beg  to  remain, 

Yours,  faithfully,  H.  M.  Coudret. 

No.  3692  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  part  of  this  letter : 

You  will  find  inclosed  in  this  letter  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  am  sending  to  the 
Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  this  a.  m. — strictly  confidential. 

I  willTalso  send  a  short  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby,  with  a  copy  of  this  letter  also. 

The  situation  as  I  am  explaining  it  to  Mr.  Gardner  is  about  right,  and  with 
hard,  persistent  work  there  can  be  good  results  gotten  in  this  district.  I  have 
had  no  letters  from  any  of  the  officials  yet  concerning  my  coming  to  New  York. 

3693-3695  is  another  letter  to  you  from  Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that. 
Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  just  a  part  of  it,  as  follows: 

You  make  the  statement  that  for  the  past  seven  years  you  have  been  the 
silent  partner  in  this  movement,  and  that  it  has  been  your  share  right  along  to 
get  an  Irishman's  promotion,  but  that  you  are  getting  tired  of  being  designated 
as  the  secret-service  agent  of  this  organization,  and  that  it  is  about  time  that 
your  friends  would  recognize  this.  If  this  is  intended  for  others,  you  hardly 
put  it  in  the  right  place  and  in  the  right  spirit  in  your  letter.  If  it  is  Intended 
for  me,  I  wish  you  would  put  it  more  clearly  and  tell  me  at  what  time  and  on 
what  occasion. 

There  seems  to  be  a  break  in  that  letter  at  this  point.  Evidently 
this  letter  can  not  be  complete.  I  have  here  page  1,  which  reads  all 
right.  Then  page  2  does  not  connect  with  it  properly.  I  do  not 
know  where  that  belongs.  All  of  these  sheets,  however,  belong  to 
some  communication  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  do  they  not,  and  are 
written  on  his  typewriter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  papers).  The  letter  seems  to  be  all 
here,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  paged  there,  but  it  does  not  connect.  In  my 
opinion  it  does  not  connect. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  that  letter  read,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  very  long  letter.    I  can  read  it,  however. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  an  opportunity  at  that  time  to  leave  the 
organization,  and  that  is  what  I  was  speaking  about. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  reads : 

My  Dear  Mabtin  :  I  have  your  letter  of  May  9.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  Is  feeling 
better,  and  while  still  unable  to  leave  his  bed,  I  feel  very  much  more  hopeful 
regarding  his  final  recovery  than  I  did  a  week  or  two  ago. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator,  I  guess  I  did  not  notice  that.  It  is  not  the 
letter  that  I  thought  it  was. 

Senator  Reed.  Anybody  that  looks  at  these  two  sheets,  the  first  and 
the  second  sheets,  in  a  proper  light  can  see  that  they  were  written 

Sossibly  on  the  same  typewriting  machine,  but  they  are  written  with 
ifferent  colored  inks ;  so  that  they  are  parts  of  two  different  letters. 
(After  consultation  with  the  clerk  of  the  committee.) 
I  understand  that,  beginning  with  the  words  "  I  am  delighted  to 
learn  from  your  letter  that  you  have  seen  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr. 
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Watson,"  as  they  appear  in  3693-3695,  and  from  there  on  to  the 
close  of  that  number,  it  is  a  duplicate  of  a  part  of  3659-3661.  It 
should,  therefore,  be  stricken  out  of  this  part  of  the  record. 

3696.  3697  is  a  letter  from  Emerv  to  vou,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination  of  letter).    Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  from  that  as  follows :  ' 

Will  you  not  please  put  yourself  in  immediate  communication  with  Mr. 
Watson  on  Monday  morning  and  obtain  for  himself,  and  the  Speaker,  and 
whoever  accompanies  them,  whatever  railroad  accommodations  they  may  desire 
for  Wednesday,  and  then  drop  a  line  or  wire  for  whatever  reservations  the 
Speaker  and  his  companions  may  desire  in  returning  from  New  York? 

Watson  has  promised  me  that  he  will  make  it  a  point  to  see  that  the  Speaker 
gets  to  New  York  on  Wednesday.  I  would  not  have  this  fail  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, for  it  would  destroy  the  effect  of  the  banquet.  If  Watson  will 
make  up  his  mind  on  Monday  what  train  they  will  take,  and  you  get  the  tickets 
ill  his  hands,  I  think  we  can  rely  on  their  arrival.  I  trust  Senator  Hemenway 
will  be  able  to  accompany  them. 

What  was  this  dinner  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  annual  convention  and  banquet  that 
was  held  in  New  York  on  May  18, 19,  and  20, 1910.  They  wanted  the 
Speaker  and  several  other  leaders  of  Congress  to  be  at  the  banquet. 
I  would  like  to  have  the  latter  part  of  that  letter  read : 

The  Chairman.  What  was  this  meeting  in  New  York? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  their  annual  convention  and  banquet. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  further  from  this  letter : 

Mr.  Coudrey  called  you  up  the  other  day  and  seemed  quite  anxious  to  see 
you.  I  gave  him  your  address  as  Hotel  Touraine.  Atlantic  City,  and  you  may 
have  heard  from  him,  although  I  note  your  letter  is  from  the  St.  Charles  Hotel. 

I  suppose  all  will  be  quiet  here  on  Monday,  and  as  soon  as  you  get  the 
Speaker's  matter  off  your  hands  you  will  wish  to  come  down  to  New  York  for 
Tuesday  and  Wednesday,  which  will  be  the  real  convention  days,  as  they  do 
not  come  to  order  until  Monday  afternoon,  and  will  take  up  most  of  that  time 
with  reports  and  other  formal  work,  the  real  business  beginning  Tuesday 
morning. 

I  do  not  see  any  use  in  reading  more  of  that. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  The  last  part  of  that,  Senator,  is  what  I  wanted 
read. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  trust  you  had  a  successful  trip,  but  I  know  that  whatever  progress  has  been 
made  is  as  much  as  any  man  could  make,  for  when  headway  seems  difficult  to 
you  In  a  dubious  political  situation,  no  other  man  could  make  any  headway. 

With  best  of  good  wishes,  I  am, 

Very  truly,  yours,  James  A.  Emery. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  out,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Is  No.  3698  a  note  from  Mr.  Coudrey  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  reads  as  follows: 

I  understand  that  you  will  return  here  Monday,  and  I  would  like  to  see  you. 

With  my  very  best  wishes,  I  beg  to  remain, 

Yours,  faithfully,  H.  M.  Coudbey. 

Is  No.  3699  a  telegram  that  you  sent  to  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).    Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  reads: 

John  Kibby,  Jr., 

514  Reibold  Building,  Dayton,  Ohio: 
Speaker  Cannon,  Secretary  Nagel,  Hon.  James  E.  Watson,  Mr.  L.  W.  Busby, 
Speaker's  secretary,  and  Mr.  Charles  Stevens,  Mr.  Nagel's  secretary,  will  a\V 
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leave  Union  Station,  this  city,  at  three  p.  m.,  arriving  at  Jersey  City  at  seven 
fifty-five  p.  m. 

Mulhall. 

Is  No.  3700  a  telegram  from  Emery  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Thanks  for  good  work  and  good  news,  which  all  appreciate.  Please  wire  road 
on  which  you  come  and  time  of  arrival  at  Jersey  City,  where  committee  will 
meet  Speaker. 

James  A.  Emery. 

No.  3701  is  another  telegram  to  you  from  Emery,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  That  reads: 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  May  17,  1910.  , 
M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Room  618,  Union  Trust  Building,  Washington,  7).  0.: 

Don't  let  the  Speaker  fail  us.  Assure  Watson  Van  Cleave's  death  makes 
Speaker's  presence  and  success  of  banquet  more  important  We  rely  on  you, 
as  ever,  to  deliver  the  goods. 

James  A.  Eicebt. 

They  did  not  stop  the  banquet  on  account  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave's 
death  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  they  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3702  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Boudinot? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

My  money  is  exhausted  on  railway  tickets  for  our  guests.  Please  mail  me 
to-night,  so  will  reach  me  at  New  Willard  Hotel  to-morrow  morning,  $100. 

No.  3703  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3699. 
No.  3704  is  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Bird,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Mr.  Fred  Irland,  official  stenographer  to  Speaker  Cannon,  is  attending  your 
convention  in  New  York.  Mr.  Cannon  wishes  him  held  there  to  take  his 
address. 

No.  3705  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  t 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

(3705.) 

May  23.  1910. 

My  Dear  Mabtin  :  Confirming  my  conversation  with  you  over  the  long- 
distance telephone,  I  want  to  say  that  our  mutual  friend  Hon.  Harry  M. 
Coudrey  needs  all  the  assistance  that  can  be  given  him  in  his  district. 

My  greatest  hope  of  success  in  his  case  is  not  the  strength  of  the  Republican 
Party  but  the  weakness  of  the  Democrats.  There  are  two  or  three  leading 
Democrats  working  hard  to  get  the  nomination  in  opposition  to  him,  and  one 
of  these  candidates  has  threatened  to  run  independently  if  he  is  turned  down 
by  the  Democratic  Party.  That  would  be  the  best  thing  that  could  happen  for 
the  Republican  candidate,  consequently,  while  it  is  still  too  early  to  say  any- 
thing definite,  it  is  more  than  possible  that  the  dissension  in  the  Democratic 
Party  will  elect  a  Republican. 

Ton  are  aware  that  Mr.  Coudrey's  district  is  claimed  to  be  a  Democratic 
district,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  very  thorough  way  in  which  Mr.  Coud- 
rey's former  campaigns  were  run  and  the  high  personal  esteem  which  many 
of  Mr.  Coudrey's  constituents  have  for  him  the  Republicans  would  have  had 
a  difficult  time  carrying  this  district  Possibly  Mr.  Coudrey  is  better  posted 
as  to  his  prospects  for  the  nomination  than  I  am.    Nevertheless,  I  know  it  to 
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be  a  fact  that  he  has  opponents  high  up  In  the  councils  of  the  Republican 
district  committee,  and,  as  I  see  it,  the  fight  for  nomination  is  the  one  that  Is 
most  important  at  the  present  time. 

If  you  can  possibly  be  spared  in  Washington,  I  think  you  ought  by  all  means 
come  and  do  all  that  can  be  done  for  Mr.  Coudrey,  and  not  only  as  vice  president 
for  Missouri  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  as  president  of 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  but  especially  as  a  personal  friend  of 
Mr.  Coudrey,  I  urge  you  to  come.    Please  keep  me  advised  of  your  movements. 

Did  you  go? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No ;  not  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  go  later? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  did.  I  believe  the  letters  will  show  I 
went  later.  I  want  to  state  right  here,  Senator,  before  you  get  too 
far  away  from  that  banquet,  that  I  have  always  attended,  since  the 
Van  Cleave  administration  of  the  affairs,  their  annual  banquets,  but 
on  that  occasion  the  Speaker  did  not  want  to  go  to  be  the  principal 
speaker  at  the  banquet,  and  I  learned  that,  and  when  I  went  over  to 
the  banquet  I  was  directed  by  Bird  and  Mr.  Kirby  to  return  here  and 
work  for  three  days  to  be  sure  to  make  that  a  success,  to  get  those 

>ntlemen  over  there;  and  that  was  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Watson,  Senator 

[emenway,  and  others.  It  was  a  very  difficult  mission  I  was  sent  on, 
and  I  accomplished  it.  When  I  went  back  with  those  people,  for  my 
work  done  in  the  past  and  for  the  work  I  had  done  on  that  occasion 
I  was  given  a  vote  of  the  full  board  of  directors  of  the  Manufac- 
turers'— I  mean  a  vote  of  thanks  for  my  work  in  the  past. 

Senator  Reed.  I  believe  that  is  what  a  society  of  distinguished  gen- 
tlemen once  gave  the  poor,  a  vote  of  thanks  and  three  cheers. 

No.  3706  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

No.  3706  reads : 

Since  dictating  the  attached  I  have  made  it  a  special  point  to  have  a  talk 
with  some  one  supposed  to  be  high  up  in  the  councils  of  the  twelfth  district 
He  is  a  friend  of  L.  C.  Dyer,  a  lawyer  and  politician,  who  filed  the  required 
notice  for  primary  election  on  the  Republican  ticket  last  Saturday.  Conse- 
quently, Mr.  Coudrey  will  have  this  one  opponent  if  he  has  nobody  else. 

I  am  told  that  Hiram  Lloyd,  who  stated  to  me  some  time  ago  that  he  expected 
to  run  in  the  twelfth,  has  now  given  up  his  intention.  I  understand  that  Mr. 
Coudrey  has  not  yet  openly  declared  his  intention  of  running,  and  that  up  to 
a  short  time  ago  all  his  friends  understood  that  he  would  not  run.  On  the 
Democratic  side  there  are  three  candidates  so  far — Tom  Kinney,  a  shrewd  poli- 
tician; Tom  Rowe,  a  lawyer;  and  Colin  M.  Selph,  who  opposed  Coudrey  the 
last  time. 

Does  that  recall  to  your  mind,  now,  the  fact  that  Mr.  Selph  was 
the  candidate  against  Coudrey  in  1908? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  several  interviews  with  Mr.  Coudrey  in  rela- 
tion to  who  his  opponent  was,  and  I  know  that  that  is  right,  Senator ; 
and  about  that  time  I  had  the  use  of  a  room  in  the  basement  here  in 
the  Capitol,  and  that  is  where  those  long-distance  telephone  calls 
that  Mr.  Schwedtman  speaks  about  were  sent,  from  the  Capitol  here 
to  St.  Louis  for  Mr.  Coudrey.  I  got  Mr.  Schwedtman  on  the  long- 
distance phone  and  had  those  interviews  over  the  phone  with  Mr. 
Schwedtman  that  he  mentions  in  his  letter. 

Senator  Keed.  No.  3707  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  which  you  sent  to 
Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 


8180      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads : 

Two  long  interviews  with  Coudrey  to-day.  He  is  extremely  anxious  for  our 
help  in  his  district.  That  is  the  reason  I  called  you  over  the  long-distance 
phone  from  his  room.  He  wants  to  have  you  give  him  the  situation  in  his 
district  regarding  the  manufacturers  and  would  like  to  have  me  go  to  St.  Louis 
for  him.    He  insists  on  making  the  fight.    Can  you  reach  Otto  F.  Stifel  (boss)  ? 

Mulhall. 
I  call  vour  attention  to  this: 
That  is  the  reason  I  called  you  over  the  long-distance  phone  from  his  room. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  from  the  room  in  the  Capitol  here.  I  maybe 
designated  it  in  the  telegram  that  way.  It  was  not  from  Mr.  Cou- 
drejrs  room ;  it  was  from  this  lobby  room  we  had  in  the  basement  of 
the  Capitol  here  on  the  House  side. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3708  a  copy  of  a  letter  or  a  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  night 
letter  I  sent  to  Schwedtman. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  you  had  a  lobby  room  here  in  the 
Capitol? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  %Mr.  McDermott  furnished  us  with  a 
room  for  meeting  Mr.  McDermott  and  his  friends  and  his  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  addressed  to  Schwedtman,  and  reads: 

Sent  you  a  long  night  letter  at  Mr.  Coudrey's  request.  Can  you  send  me  a 
diplomatic  message  in  answer  to  both  my  night  messages  to  the  New  Willard 
Hotel  that  I  can  show  to  Coudrey?  This  is  most  important,  as  there  is  a  crisis 
on  here  and  we  need  every  particle  of  help  we  can  get.  Will  write  you  fully 
to-morrow  morning.  Mulhall. 

Why  did  you  want  a  diplomatic  message  sent  because  there  was  a 
crisis?     How  was  that  to  affect  the  crisis,  and  what  was  the  crisis? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  the  Moon  bill,  and  the  revision  of  the 
laws,  and  several  other  bills  on  the  floor  at  that  time,  and  we  were 
trying  to  do  everything  we  possibly  could  to  stop  the  progress  of 
the  revision  of  the  laws  that  they  had  on  the  floor  at  that  time — 
extend  the  reading  so  that  Moon  would  not  reach  his  bill. 

Senator  Reed.  To  extend  the  reading  so  that  Moon  would  not 
reach  his  bill.    And  what  was  Moon's  bill  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Moon's  was  one  of  the  injunction  bills  that  was  on 
the  floor  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  You  wanted  a  diplomatic  message  sent  to  Coudrey. 
Did  you  mean  by  that  a  message  that  would  show  you  were  interested 
in  working  for  Coudrey  in  his  district — that  is,  that  Schwedtman 
was— and  helping  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  by  doing  that  did  you  expect  to  obtain  his 
cooperation  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  always  a  friend  of  the  organization  here. 
I  did  not  need  his  cooperation,  but  I  wanted  to  show  that  they  were 
willing  to  continue  their  effort  in  Coudrey's  behalf. 

Senator  Reed.  To  keep  him  in  line  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3709  a  copy  of  another  night  letter  that  you 
sent? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

Two  long  interviews  with  Coudrey  to-day v  He  is  extremely  anxious  to  come 
back  to  Congress.  That  is  the  reason  I  called  you  over  the  long-distance  phone 
from  his  room.  He  wants  me  to  have  you  give  him  the  situation  in  his  district 
and  is  extremely  anxious  I  should  go  to  St  Louis  for  him.  He  insists  on  making 
the  fight.    To  what  extent  can  the  manufacturers  help  him  in  this  campaign? 

Mulhall. 

That  is  very  similar  to  No.  3707.  Do  you  know  how  you  came  to 
send  two  telegrams  so  much  alike  as  those? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  sent  several  telegrams  just  about  that  time  at 
Coudrey's  request. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3710  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is  it 
not? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3705. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  as  No.  3710  is  the  original  of  which 
No.  3705  is  the  duplicate,  the  latter  one,  No.  3710,  is  the  one  which 
ought  to  be  used. 

The  Chairman.  And  strike  out  No.  3705. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3711  is  the  original  of  which  No.  3706  is 
the  duplicate,  and  the  same  correction  should  be  made.  We  should 
use  the  originals  where  we  have  them.  I  now  hand  you  No.  3710  and 
No.  3711  and  ask  you  if  they  are  the  original  letters  sent  to  you  by  Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  they  are  in  each  instance  upon  the  letterhead 
of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association.  I  think  that  fact  ought  to 
be  shown,  at  least  once  in  a  while,  on  these  letters,  and  not  be  entirely 
lost  sight  of. 

Is  No.  3712  a  copy  of  a  telegram  you  received  from  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  the  original  telegram. 

Senator  Reed.  The  telegram  that  you  received  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  delivered  copy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

I  wrote  you  fully  regarding  Coudrey  yesterday.  Manufacturers  are  ready  to 
help  Coudrey,  but  situation  seems  unfavorable.  Suggest  you  wire  or  write  me 
after  receipt  of  my  letter  to-morrow. 

F.  C.  Schwedtman. 

3713-3715  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter.    I  read  a  part  of  it: 

The  copy  of  your  letter  of  May  23  has  just  been  handed  to  me  by  the  Hon. 
Harry  M.  Coudrey.  I  have  been  over  here  for  several  days,  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Kirby.  There  has  a  serious  situation  arisen  in  the  second  New  Jersey  dis- 
trict (Gardner's),  which  has  taken  a  lot  of  time  for  the  past  two  weeks.  Gard- 
ner is  a  half  insurgent  and  would  be  pleased  if  he  could  have  some  justification 
to  Join  his  brethren  on  the  other  side  and  get  out  of  an  agreement  he  had  with 
your  humble  servant  several  months  ago.  The  labor  unions  have  been  hounding 
Gardner  to  get  the  eight-hour  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  He  has  been 
wabbling  lately,  and  it  has  required  the  most  tedious  and  hardest  work  to  hold 
this  fellow  in  line:  There  has  been  a  crisis  on  at  three  different  times,  and  I 
have  been  brought  over  here  at  the  advice  of  some  of  our  leading  members  of 
our  organization.  I  do  not  know  why,  but  Gardner  refuses  to  do  business  with 
anyone  else  outside  of  myself  along  the  lines  I  am  speaking  about,  and  for  the 
past  few  days  I  went  through  a  crisis  with  him  that  was  enough  to  kill  anything 
but  an  Irish  mule. 
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I  have  started  to  write  to  you  about  Coudrey,  but  I  note  that  the  last  para- 
graph of  your  letter  says  that  you  wish  to  keep  in  touch  with  what  is  going  on. 
It  is  a  compliment  to  me  to  have  you  say  so,  because  there  is  nothing  that  gives 
me  more  pleasure  than  writing  a  letter  to  you.  I  will  now  get  back  to  Coudrey, 
and  state  that  he  has  written  three  letters  to  me  in  the  past  week  asking  for 
aid.  Mr.  Coudrey  has  been  your  dear  friend,  so  that  makes  him  mine,  and 
there  has  been  no  man  in  Congress  that  has  done  more  for  our  people  and  was 
willing  at  all  times  to  help  than  the  Hon.  Harry  M.  Coudrey.  When  he  handed 
me  a  copy  of  your  letter  to-day  for  me  to  read  I  could  have  hugged  you  if  you 
had  been  present,  for  I  have  been  saying  to  Mr.  Coudrey  that  I  knew  the  situa- 
tion was  good  in  his  district  for  him.  from  another  source  of  information  from 
St.  Louis,  and  your  letter  confirmed  every  particular  of  this ;  and  he  said  to  me 
after  my  interview  to-day  that  he  would  have  entirely  dropped  out  of  the  fight 
if  it  had  not  been  from  the  encouragement  he  had  received  from  myself  and  a 
few  other  friends  here  in  Washington.  He  asked  me  yesterday  to  see  Speaker 
Cannon  in  his  behalf,  and  I  had  a  very  interesting  and  pleasant  interview  with 
the  Speaker  from  9.30  this  a.  m.  until  10  a.  m.  I  r>ade  this  engagement  last 
evening  with  the  Speaker;  and  after  the  interview  with  the  Speaker  was  over  I 
was  hugely  pleased,  for  the  Speaker  promised  he  would  write  to  the  editor  of 
the  Globe-Democrat,  of  St.  Louis — Mr.  Nevins,  I  think,  was  the  name  be  gave 
me — and  he  would  do  everything  in  his  power  for  the  leturn  of  Mr.  Coudrey. 

I  merely  mention  this  fact  to  you  to  show  how  anxious  our  friends  are  to  have 
him  come  back;  so  I  will  not  impose  on  you  any  longer  in  this  letter,  for  I 
know  all  you  will  say  in  your  letter  to  me  will  be  strictly  carried  out. 

No.  3716  is  a  letter  from  James  A.  Emery  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chaikman.  That  ought  to  be  read.    It  is  as  follows : 

My  Deab  Colonel:  I  am  very  much  surprised  to  find  that  you  wUl  not  be 
here  at  5,  as  your  failure  to  see  me  during  the  day  has  very  much  delayed 
important  action. 

The  report  abroad  concerning  the  reporting  of  the  Moon  bill  is  false.  Mc- 
Michnel  first  made  the  statement  to  me,  but  investigation  shows  it  to  be  without 
any  foundation  in  fact. 

I  understand  that  you  have  been  busy  concerning  the  caucus  called  some  time 
ago  for  to-night  to  consider  the  postal  savings-bank  bill  and  the  amendment 
thereto,  otherwise  I  would  endeavor  to  reach  you  to-night,  as  the  action  of  sev- 
eral of  our  officers  is  dependent  upon  your  information. 

Please  be  ot  the  office  around  9.30  in  the  morning  without  fail. 

Was  McMichael  making  reports  to  Emery  as  well  as  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  Mr.  McMichael  generally  reported  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  that  in  this  instance  he  must  have  reported 
to  Emery. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  he  reported  over  the  wire,  at  my  suggestion, 
to  Mr.  Emery.  There  was  a  good  deal  of  feeling  between  Mr.  Emery 
and  myself  about  that  time.  I  was  under  the  impression  that  Mr. 
Emery  was  not  doing  as  much  work  as  he  took  the  credit  for,  and  Mr. 
Bird  was  over  here  to  settle  a  matter  with  Mr.  Gardner  about  that 
period  of  time 

Senator  Reed.  Colonel,  we  do  not  want  the  details. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  right,  sir;  then  I  will  stop. 

Senator  Reed.  The  point  of  the  matter  is  that  Mr.  Emery  says  that 
Mr.  McMichael  did  report  to  him. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  he  did  at  that  time ;  but  there  was  a  little  de- 
ception used  on  Mr.  Emery,  to  show  that  he  was  not  posted  on  what 
was  going  on.    That  was  done  for  that  purpose. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  understand  your  last  remark. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  there  was  a  little  deception  used  on  Mr. 
Emery  at  my  suggestion,  to  show  that  he  was  not  posted  on  what  was 
gong  on.  In  fact,  he  was  not  doing  work  enough,  according  to  my 
idea. 


/ 
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Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  deception  you  practiced  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Moon  had  several  bills,  I  think  one  for  the 
deepening  of  the  harbor  of  the  Delaware  River,  and  I  believe  it  was 
that  bill  that  was  reported  out,  and  that  was  one  of  the  Moon  bills, 
and  I  had  Mr.  McMichael  wire  him  that  the  Moon  bill  was  out,  and 
Mr.  Emery  thought  it  was  the  injunction  bill — jumped  to  that  con- 
clusion. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  wire  him  or  telephone? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Telephoned. 

Senator  Reed.  And  this  is  Mr.  Emery's  statement  of  the  matter  to 
you! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  had  positive  orders  to  report  at  that  time, 
by  Mr.  Emery.    If  I  did  not  report,  why — — 

Senator  Reed.  Have  there  been  any  previous  references  to  this  man 
McMichael  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes ;  one.  Mr.  Mulhall  simply  stated  that  he  was 
chief  page  of  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3717-3735  a  copy  of  a  report  which  you  made  to 

Mr.  Kirby  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  ought  to  be  read  in  full. 
Senator  Reed.  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh  (reading)  : 

(3717-3735.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  25, 1910. 
Mr.  John  Kirby, 

President  N.  A.  of  M„  Raibold  Building,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby  :  I  arrived  here  Sunday  noon,  for  before  I  saw  you  In 
New  York  on  the  20th  there  was  a  message  sent  to  my  home  in  Baltimore,  which 
was  repeated  to  me  to  New  York,  stating  that  there  was  a  very  serious  situa- 
tion on  here.  Besides  that,  I  showed  to  yourself  and  Mr.  Bird  on  Friday  some 
newspaper  clippings  confirming  this  message,  so  I  got  away  from  New  York  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  to  come  over  here. 

On  Sunday  I  saw  Mr.  Shrieve,  of  the  Labor  Committee,  and  the  information  he 
gave  me  concerning  that  committee  started  me  off  at  a  gallop  to  try  and  get  the 
situation,  which,  in  my  opinion,  was  extremely  serious.  I  called  on  several 
friends  on  Sunday  evening,  and  Monday  morning  at  9.30  a.  m.  I  called  at  Mr. 
Emery's  office  and  carried  out  your  instructions  to  the  letter;  that  is,  in  a  most 
diplomatic  way.  I  say  this  in  the  forepart  of  this  letter,  for  you  will  see  in 
the  latter  paragraphs  that  the  situation  here  was  at  a  crisis.  Mr.  Emery  and 
I  had  a  very  pleasing  interview,  lasting  about  an  hour.  He  told  me  that  there 
was  nothing  at  all  of  any  importance  going  on  here  at  the  present  time  and  that 
If  I  had  any  field  work  to  do  I  could  start  away  whenever  I  was  ready.  I  told 
Mr.  Emery,  as  I  told  you,  of  the  situation  in  his  office  concerning  the  sending 
out  of  my  letters  and  reports,  and  I  should  judge  from  the  interview  I  had  with 
him  that  he  was  in  an  embarrassed  situation.  He  wished  me  to  continue  making 
my  reports,  as  I  had  formerly  done,  from  his  office.  This  I  flatly  refused  to  do, 
for  when  I  was  over  here  on  Monday,  Tuesday,  and  Wednesday  a  telegram  that 
I  dictated  to  be  sent  to  you  to  New  York  was  sent  to  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  the  party 
In  his  office,  as  I  stated  to  you  In  my  last  interview,  not  only  refused  to  do  my 
work,  but  was  also  insulting  and  gave  me  to  understand  that  the  office  was  in 
her  charge  when  Mr.  Emery  was  out  of  the  office;  so  under  these  circumstances, 
when  I  saw  Mr.  Emery  on  Monday,  I  explained  to  him  that  this  in  itself  would 
make  it  impossible  for  me  to  work  from  that  office,  but  there  are  many  other 
reasons,  which  you  will  see  in  this  letter,  made  it  dangerous  likewise. 

After  parting  with  Mr.  Emery  on  Monday  my  relations  with  him  were  ex- 
tremely pleasant,  and  I  went  to  see  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor.  For  a  number  of  years  Mr.  Gardner's  and  my  relations 
have  been  strictly  confidential  and  always  extremely  pleasant    It  ma&fe  tk*  &&- 


3184       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

ference  to  me,  in  a  certain  sense,  whether  he  was  for  or  against  us.  I  was 
always  working  to  gain  his  friendship  on  account  of  the  important  position  he 
retained  in  the  National  Congress  relating  to  our  affairs. 

At  11  a.  m.  I  saw  Mr.  Gardner  at  the  Capitol,  and  I  got  a  freezing  recep- 
tion, something  I  could  not  understand,  and  I  demanded  from  this  gentleman 
to  know  what  was  the  matter.  He  flatly  told  me  that  he  had  me  in  his  confl 
dence  for  a  long  period  of  time,  but  any  man  that  would  betray  that  confidence 
and  be  treacherous  he  wished  to  have  nothing  more  to  do  with.  This  so  dumb- 
founded me  that  I  appealed  to  Mr.  Gardner  for  a  hearing,  and  we  went  into  his 
committee  room.  He  began  by  telling  me  that  there  was  confidential  informa- 
tion that  he  had  given  to  me  and  gave  to  no  one  else  only  me  which  was  re- 
peated to  him  at  the  Dewey  Hotel  in  this  city  four  or  five  days  previous.  I 
wanted  to  know  in  what  way.  He  said  he  was  calling  on  a  colleague  of  his 
at  the  Dewey  Hotel  and  he  saw  in  the  lobby  of  that  hotel  Congressman  Town- 
send,  of  Michigan,  ex-Congressman  James  E.  Watson,  of  Indiana,  and  he 
thought  the  other  man  was  Congressman  Calderhead,  of  Kansas,  and  just  as 
soon  as  he  approached  Mr.  Watson  and  those  gentlemen  Mr.  Watson  began  by 
asking  him  what  the  situation  was  in  his  district.  He  stated  that,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  it  was  good.  Mr.  Watson  then  wanted  to  know  if  the  leaders  of  his  dis- 
trict were  with  him.  He  said,  Judging  from  his  reports,  he  should  say  they 
were  good.  He  then  wanted  to  know  if  the  Senators  were  with  him.  Mr. 
Gardner  said  he  was  then  getting  curious  to  know  what  Mr.  Watson  was  getting 
at.  Then  Mr.  Watson  repeated  to  him  that  they  had  working  in  his  district 
a  man  by  the  name  of  Mulhall,  and  that  he  (Watson)  was  thoroughly  posted 
on  what  as  going  on  there.  Then  Mr.  Watson  started  oft*  and  told  Mr.  Gardner 
a  lot  of  confidential  information  that  Gardner  had  given  Mulhall  on  former  occa- 
sions, and  Mr.  Gardner  stated  that  he  was  so  astonished  and  so  humiliated 
that  instead  of  staying  in  the  hotel  and  replying  to  Mr.  Watson  he  left  the  hotel 
without  waiting  a  moment,  and  he  felt  that  Watson's  efforts  were  to  humiliate 
him  in  front  of  those  other  two  Members  of  Congress. 

When  Mr.  Gardner  told  me  this  story  I  felt  more  humiliated  than  Mr.  Gard- 
ner could  ever  dream  of  being,  for  it  was  the  first  time  in  my  life  that  I  was 
ever  accused  of  treachery  by  a  man  that  I  valued  and  who  trusted  me  with 
his  confidence.  I  made  a  feeble  attempt  to  talk  with  Mr.  Gardner,  and  I  told 
him  that  I  thought  I  could  convince  him,  if  he  would  give  me  a  few  hours, 
that  I  was  not  in  any  way  to  blame  for  this  information  coming  out  or  for  Mr. 
Watson's  brutal  attack  on  him,  and  I  explained  to  Mr.  Gardner  that  I  was  not 
in  charge  of  the  work  in  Washington,  and  that  I  made  my  reports  to  the  officers 
of  our  association,  from  Mr.  Emery's  office,  and  to  Mr.  Emery's  private  ste- 
nographer, who  was  employed  by  our  association  to  do  confidential  work.  I 
asked  Mr.  Gardner  to  excuse  me  from  any  further  explanation,  and  begged  from 
him  the  privilege  of  allowing  me  to  telegraph  to  the  general  manager  of  our 
association,  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  and  asked  him  if  he  would  make  this  same  state- 
ment on  the  following  morning  if  I  could  get  Mr.  Bird  to  Washington.  This  he 
said  he  would  do;  that  he  would  be  pleased  to  meet  Mr.  Bird,  and  I  made  an 
engagement  for  Mr.  Bird  for  the  next  morning  at  9.30  a.  m. 

I  asked,  while  I  was  in  Mr.  Gardner's  room,  if  he  would  allow  me  to  send  a 
telegram  from  his  office  to  Mr.  Bird.  This  permission  was  granted,  and  I  then 
asked  him  if  he  would  have  his  private  secretary  send  the  telegram,  so  that  he 
would  know  for  a  certainty  that  it  was  sent,  so  the  following  telegram  was 
sent  to  Mr.  Bird  by  Mr.  Gardner's  secretary,  Mr.  Shrieve : 

"  May  23,  1910. 
"  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

"General  Manager  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  110  Broadway: 

"Am  now  at  Capitol.  Important  matter  has  arisen.  Meet  me  at  Willard 
Hotel  Tuesday  morning  9.30. 

"  Mulhall." 

I  left  Mr.  Gardner's  office,  and  I  was  at  a  loss  to  know  what  to  do,  for  I 
knew  there  was  great  pressure  being  brought  on  Gardner  by  both  the  Demo- 
crats and  the  insurgents  to  report  out  the  eight-hour  bill  out  of  committee. 

I  called  at  the  offices  of  several  friends  on  the  House  side,  and  not  finding 
any  of  them,  while  going  over  to  the  Senate  side  of  the  Capitol,  I  met  Senator 
Cummins,  of  Iowa.  He  stated  that  he  was  on  his  way  to  Senator  Dolllver's 
room  and  invited  me  to  go  with  him.  I  was  very  much  pleased  on  account  of 
this  meeting,  for  he  was  one  of  tha  gentlemen  I  had  prepared  to  see  when  I 
vrrs  !n  New  York  on  account  of  a  speech  made  by  Hon.  Nathan  E.  Kendall, 
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Congressman  of  the  sixth  Iowa  district.  Kendall  had  made  a  bitter  attack 
upon  the  Committee  on  Labor,  particularly  Gardner,  to  have  the  eight-hour  bill 
taken  out  of  the  committee's  jurisdiction  and  bring  it  upon  the  floor. 

As  soon  as  I  reached  Mr.  Dolliver's  room  with  Mr.  Cummins  he  took  me  to 
a  private  room  and  commenced  to  berate  about  our  association  having  as  its 
principal  guest  at  our  banquet  on  Wednesday,  the  18th,  the  Hon.  Joseph  G. 
Cannon.  I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  to  you  that  Senator  Cummins 
is  one  of  the  principal  insurgents  of  this  Congress.  He  seemed  extremely 
angry  over  the  reception  given  to  the  Speaker  at  our  late  banquet.  I  did  my 
best  to  convince  Senator  Cummins  that  our  organization  is  a  nonpartisan  one, 
that  there  are  thousands  of  leading  Democrats  in  it  as  well  as  Republicans, 
and  that  our  association  has  always  been  open  to  educational  speeches,  and  that 
we  would  be  just  as  likely  to  invite  him  (Cummins)  next  year,  as  we  did  a 
couple  of  years  ago,  when  he  was  invited  to  the  Indianapolis  convention,  which 
was  held  in  February,  1909,  to  create  a  tariff  commission.  I  stated  to  him 
that  I  had  learned  that  Mr.  Kendall  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Democrats  or 
he  would  never  have  made  that  speech  to  take  the  eight-hour  bill  out  of 
committee.  Senator  Cummins  replied  that  Mr.  Kendall  knew  what  he  was 
doing.  I  replied  by  stating  that  this  was  Mr.  Kendall's  first  term  in  Congress 
and  that  he  was  new  in  politics.  Senator  Cummins  said,  "Not  so  very  new." 
I  said,  no;  not  so  very  new;  he  was  the  speaker  of  the  Iowa  house  for  one 
term;  that  he  had  served  four  terms  in  the  Legislature  of  Iowa,  two  terms 
as  county  attorney;  but  this  was  his  first  term  in  Congress,  and  there  was  a 
vast  difference  between  a  member  of  a  State  legislature  and  a  Member  of  a 
National  Legislature.  I  merely  cited  these  facts  to  Mr.  Cummins  to  impress 
him  that  we  knew  of  Kendall's  record  and  that  we  were  especially  interested 
In  the  speech  that  he  had  made.  When  I  first  started  in  with  Senator  Cummins 
he  seemed  to  be  very  aggressive  against  us,  but  after  an  interview  of  about 
20  minutes  he  invited  me  to  meet  him  in  a  day  or  so. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Cummins  I  went  to  the  office  of  Hon.  Harry  M.  Coudrey, 
of  the  12th  Missouri  district.  Mr.  Coudrey  has  written  me  three  letters  lately, 
as  he  is  extremely  anxious  to  return  to  Congress  and  wants  our  aid.  I  found 
that  there  was  no  use  in  my  telling  my  troubles  to  Coudrey,  as  he  had  troubles 
of  his  own,  so,  at  his  request,  I  sent  the  following  telegram  to  Mr.  F.  C. 
Schwedtman : 

"Washington,  D.  C,  May  23,  1910. 
"Mr.  F.  C.  Schwedtman, 

"1005  Chemical  Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.: 

"  Two  long  interviews  with  Coudrey  to-day.  He  is  extremely  anxious  for  our 
help  in  his  district.  That  Is  the  reason  I  called  you  over  the  long-distance  phone 
from  his  room.  He  wants  to  have  you  give  him  the  situation  in  his  district 
regarding  the  manufacturers  and  would  like  to  have  me  go  to  St.  Louis  for  him. 
He  insists  on  making  the  fight    Can  you  reach  Otto  F.  Stifel  (Boss)? 

"  Mulhall." 

My  interview  with  Mr.  Coudrey  lasted  for  about  an  hour  and  thirty  minutes, 
when  I  left  for  my  hotel,  which  I  reached  about  5  p.  m.,  and  met  there  in  the 
lobby  Judge  Davenport  and  Mr.  James  A.  Emery.  Mr.  Emery  said  that  he 
was  extremely  anxious  about  the  eight-hour  bill  and  wished  to  know  what  I 
had  learned  since  I  left  the  office  in  the  morning.  I  would  like  to  have  told 
him  just  what  I  had  learned  in  my  good  old  Irish  way.  for  while  I  was  fully 
convinced  that  Mr.  Emery  was  entirely  responsible  for  all  the  trouble  I  had 
with  Mr.  Gardner,  I  remembered  what  you  stated  to  me  when  leaving  New 
York,  to  "  say  nothing,  but  saw  wood,"  so  I  kept  my  temper  and  in  a  very 
diplomatic  way  I  told  Mr.  Emery  that  I  had  seen  several  friends  who  requested 
my  efTorts  toward  getting  some  of  the  half-way  insurgents  into  a  caucus  that 
was  to  be  held  on  Wednesday,  and  this  was  tha  work  I  was  now  on. 

Not  hearing  from  my  telegram  that  I  had  sent  to  Mr.  Bird,  I  went  to  my 
room  and  called  Mr.  Bird  over  the  long-distance  phone  and  was  extremely 
pleased  to  get  in  touch  with  him.  He  promised  to  be  in  Washington  the  next 
morning  at  9.30  a.  m.  as  I  requested.  After  supper  I  was  engaged  until  near 
midnight  seeing  Members  of  the  House  on  the  caucus  proposition,  and  in  my  own 
way  I  tried  to  better  the  situation  for  the  eight-hour  bill. 

This  morning  I  remained  in  the  hotel  until  I  met  Mr.  Bird  at  9.30  a.  m.f 
when  he  and  I  left  for  the  Capitol  to  keep  the  engagement  that  I  had  made 
with  Mr.  Gardner. 

We  went  to  Mr.  Gardner's  room,  but  not  finding  him  there  went  axoxw^  \» 
the  other  rooms,  and  then  went  to  Senator  Dick's  room,  "wYio  \a\m^Vs  S^MfioX** 
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at  the  result  of  Ohio,  he  giving  us  a  lot  of  credit  for  the  work  done  there ;  and 
from  there  we  went  to  the  Vice  President's  room,  and,  not  meeting  anyone 
there,  left  Mr.  Sherman's  room  and  went  to  Mr.  Gardner's  room  and  waited 
there  until  he  came.    He  arrived  about  11  a.  m. 

I  began  by  requesting  Mr.  Gardner  to  make  the  same  statements  to  Mr.  Bird 
that  he  had  made  to  me  on  the  day  before,  and  he  covered  the  situation  fully  to 
Mr.  Bird,  as  he  did  the  day  previous  to  me. 

I  make  this  extremely  plain,  as  I  wish  Mr.  Bird  to  communicate  the  situation 
to  you  as  he  saw  it  before  you  knew  what  took  place  from  this  letter. 

While  the  interview  was  on  in  Mr.  Gardner's  office,  each  of  the  gentlemen 
present  pledged  themselves  under  Masonic  obligations  not  to  give  out  anything 
which  took  place. 

At  11.40  a.  m.  we  left  Mr.  Gardner's  office  and  met  Vice  President  Sherman  in 
the  corridor  of  the -Capitol  on  the  Senate  side,  he  giving  us  a  very  pleasant  re- 
ception in  a  brief  way.  While  talking  with  the  Vice  President  I  saw  Senator 
Cummins  coming  through  the  corridor,  and  I  attempted  to  open  up  the  inter- 
view I  had  with  Mr.  Cummins  the  day  previous,  so  that  Mr.  Bird  could  in  a 
way  learn  Senator  Cummins's  attitude  toward  the  eight-hour  bill.  The  Senator 
did  not  seem  inclined  to  talk  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Bird,  so  Mr.  Bird  and  I  left 
the  Capitol,  I  going  with  him  as  far  as  the  Union  Station. 

I  returned  to  the  Capitol,  as  I  had  an  engagement  again  with  Mr.  Coudrey 
for  the  afternoon,  I  promising  him  I  would  give  him  my  entire  time.  I  found 
Mr.  Coudrey,  and  he  took  me  to  Mr.  Southwick's  office,  of  the  twenty-fourth 
New  York  district,  he  requesting  me  to  get  busy  on  his  work  in  St.  Louis,  He 
wanted  me  to  write  a  letter  to  Mr.  Schwedtman.  I  suggested  we  should  call  Mr. 
Schwedtman  over  the  long-distance  phone,  and  of  this  he  fully  approved  of. 
For  about  an  hour  we  were  busy  in  Mr.  Southwick's  office,  he  leaving  it  in  our 
charge,  and  at  about  4  p.  m.  we  got  into  communication  with  Mr.  Schwedtman 
from  St.  Louis.  The  message  sent  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  was  extremely  pleasing 
to  Mr.  Coudrey.  From  what  I  could  learn  over  the  phone  Mr.  Schwedtman  was 
anxious  and  willing  to  help  Mr.  Coudrey  for  renomination.  There  is  a  very 
active  fight  against  Mr.  Coudrey  for  renomination  in  his  district,  and  it  is  very 
much  to  our  interest  to  get  him  bpck. 

After  I  was  through  with  Mr.  Coudrey  I  came  to  the  hotel  and  found  Mr. 
Emery  waiting  there  for  me,  he  criticizing  me  very  much  for  not  giving  him  a 
full  report  of  the  work  I  was  doing.  He  insisted  that  I  should  tell  him  why 
Mr.  Bird  was  here.  I  have  never  seen  Emery  so  completely  lose  his  head  with 
anger  as  he  apparently  did  on  this  occasion.  There  was  some  fun  in  it  for  me, 
for  I  was  "  saying  nothing,  but  sawing  wood."  so  I  told  Mr.  Emery  a  partial 
truth,  that  I  was  engaged  in  working  on  a  list  of  eight  names  given  to  me  by 
congressional  friends  for  the  part  two  days.  He  wanted  to  know  if  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  Moon  bill  was  out  of  committee.  I  stated  yes,  that  I  knew  one 
Moon  bill  was  out,  which  Mr.  Moon  was  very  much  interested  in,  granting  an 
appropriation  for  the  deepening  of  the  Delaware  River  near  the  harbor  of 
Philadelphia,  and  seeing  that  Moon  was  from  Philadelphia  this  must  have  been 
the  Moon  bill  that  he  was  alluding  to,  for  Mr.  Moon  had  three  bills  in  the 
House  at  the  present  time — one  the  Moon  injunction  bill,  one  the  deepening  of 
Philadelphia  Harbor,  and  one  for  the  protection  of  miners  in  Pennsylvania. 

This  seemed  to  relieve  Mr.  Emery's  mind.  Of  course,  I  did  not  tell  him  how 
impossible  it  was  for  me  to  divulge  what  took  place  the  entire  day,  which  infor- 
mation he  insisted  on  having. 

While  my  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  was  a  little  strenuous  on  his  part,  it  was 
apparently  pleasant  at  the  finish. 

I  have  told  him  on  several  occasions  while  over  here  that  I  was  here  on  field 
work,  or,  in  another  sense,  political  work,  which  I  have  been  given  by  yourself 
and  Mr.  Bird  to  understand  is  no  affair  of  his. 

Of  course  I  did  not  state  to  Mr.  Emery  this  last  paragraph,  that  the  field 
work  was  no  affair  of  his,  for  I  have  been  doing  all  I  know  how  to  harmonize 
and  not  to  create  discord. 

I  called  at  Mr.  Emery's  office  at  4  o'clock,  thinking  I  would  be  able  to  see 
him,  and  Miss  White  told  me  that  he  had  gone  to  the  Capitol.  I  told  Miss 
White  I  was  busy  on  caucus  work,  at  the  request  of  some  close  friends :  that  I 
had  eight  names  of  gentlemen  I  was  given  to  see,  who  were  near  insurgents, 
and  to  tell  Mr.  Emery  this  when  he  came  in.  This,  I  suppose,  is  the  reason 
Mr.  Emery  called  at  the  hotel  at  5  p.  m. 
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Just  before  leaving  the  hotel  he  called  niy  attention  to  the  following  letter 
be  had  left  in  my  box : 

"  May  24,  1910. 

**C0l.  M.  M.  MULHALL, 

"Hotel  Willard,  Washington,  D.  C. 

"  My  Dear  Colonel  :  I  am  very  much  surprised  to  find  that  you  will  not  be 
here  at  5,  as  your  failure  to  see  me  during  the  day  has  very  much  delayed 
important  action. 

"  The  report  abroad  concerning  the  reporting  of  the  Moon  bill  is  false.  Mc- 
Michael  first  made  the  statement  to  me,  but  investigation  shows  it  to  be  without 
any  foundation  in  fact. 

"  I  understand  that  you  have  been  busy  concerning  the  caucus  called  some 
time  ago  for  to-night  to  consider  the  postal  savings  bank  bill  and  the  amend- 
ment thereto,  otherwise  I  would  endeavor  to  reach  you  to-night,  as  the  action  of 
several  of  our  officers  is  dependent  upon  your  information. 

"  Please  be  at  the  office  around  9.30  in  the  morning  without  fail. 
"  I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

44  James  A.  Emery/* 

Senator  Reed.  That  last  is  the  letter  we  read  a  little  while  ago. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  remainder  of  this  letter : 

Also  the  following  telegram  from  Mr.  F.  C.  Schwedtman,  in  answer  to  the 
telegram  I  sent  on  May  23: 

"  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  24, 1910. 
*'M.  M.  Mulhall, 

"  Care  J.  A.  Emery,  Union  Trust  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 

I  wrote  you  fully  regarding  Coudrey  yesterday.  Manufacturers  are  ready  to 
help  Coudrey,  but  situation  seems  unfavorable.  Suggest  you  wire  or  write  me 
after  receipt  of  my  letter  tomorrow. 

"  F.  C.  Schwedtman." 

I  was  told  also  by  the  hotel  clerk  at  the  office  that  Mr.  Stephens,  Secretary 
Xagel's  secretary,  would  be  pleased  to  see  me.  I  went  across  the  street  to  see 
Mr.  Stephens,  but  found  the  office  closed,  and  until  midnight  I  was  engaged  on 
the  errand  given  to  me  concerning  the  caucus  for  Wednesday  night 

On  Wednesday  morning  I  met  a  guest  of  the  New  Willard,  Congressman 
Fairchild,  of  New  York,  whom  I  had  seen  the  day  previous.  Fairchild  is  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  have  me  go  to  Oneonta,  his  home  town.  Mr.  Fairchild  is 
a  banker  at  170  Broadway,  in  the  same  office  building  our  New  York  office  is  in. 
I  helped  him  in  the  campaign  of  1904,  when  he  first  ran  for  Congress,  and  this 
year  he  is  wanting  help  again.  Of  course  you  have  got  to  offer  everybody  help 
that  asks  it.    This  is  diplomacy  here  in  Washington. 

When  I  was  through  with  Mr.  Fairchild,  about  9.15  a.  m.,  I  called  up  Mr. 
Emery's  office  and  stated  to  him  that  I  had  a  very  important  engagement  at 
9.30  a.  m.  Mr.  Emery  answered  the  phone  himself,  and  the  following  con- 
versation took  place  over  the  wire: 

I  asked  him  if  he  could  not  come  down  to  the  New  Willard  instead  of  my 
going  to  his  office,  as  I  had  an  important  engagement  at  9.30  for  a  prominent 
Member  of  the  House.  He  then  asked  me  if  that  was  the  stand  I  was  taking, 
and  I  replied  that  I  was  taking  no  stand,  that  I  had  worked  all  day  yesterday 
and  last  night,  and  that  I  had  an  important  engagement  this  morning  at  9.30. 
He  then  stated  that  he  wished  to  see  me,  and  he  would  give  me  one  hour  to 
come  to  his  office  and  take  his  orders,  and  that  if  I  was  not  at  his  office  inside 
of  that  hour  he  would  report  me.  I  then  stated  that  I  was  obeying  orders,  and 
he  said  he  did  not  care.  I  replied,  then,  that  he  could  report  anything  he 
damned  pleased.    *    *    * 

I  left  the  hotel  and  went  to  Speaker  Cannon's  home,  where  I  had  an  engage- 
ment with  him  in  Mr.  Coudrey's  behalf.  Just  as  I  reached  his  home  I  saw  two 
prominent  Members  of  Congress  standing  on  the  porch,  waiting  to  be  admitted, 
so  I  did  not  call,  but  went  a  block  farther,  to  the  Portland  Flats,  and  inquired 
for  Mr.  James  E.  Watson.  Senator  Hemenway  has  apartments  in  the  same 
house.  He  answered  the  phone,  and  when  I  explained  who  was  calling  he  in- 
vited me  upstairs.  Just  as  soon  as  I  entered  I  inquired  for  Mr.  Watson,  and 
Senator  Hemenway  told  me  he  had  gone  home  for  two  weeks  to  Indiana.  I 
explained  to  Senator  Hemenway  in  a  brief  way  the  situation  that  the  Gardner 
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incident  bad  placed  me  in  and  the  importance  of  being  friendly  with  Gardner 
at  the  present  time.  The  Senator  stated  that  Mr.  Watson  on  many  occasions 
has  been  very  indiscreet  in  letting  information  drop;  that  he  felt  positive  that 
Watson  did  not  do  it  purposely;  that  he  must  in  some  way  have  gotten  the  in- 
formation from  others.  I  called  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  Watson  stat- 
ing that  he  had  Mulhall  in  Gardner's  district.  This  seemed  to  surprise  the 
Senator  considerably,  and  he  advised  me  to  at  once  write  Watson  at  Rushvllle, 
Ind.,  the  entire  incident.  He  also  stated  that  there  had  been  a  good  deal  of 
leakage  from  his  own  office,  which  for  some  time  he  could  not  understand,  and 
that  lie  had  cautioned  Mr.  Thomas  Littlepage,  his  secretary,  and  that  for  several 
weeks  Mr.  Littlepage  has  been  extremely  busy  and  careful  and  trying  to  learn 
where  the  leakage  was. 

I  called  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  what  he  kuew  to  be  a  fact — that  Mr 
Littlepage  and  Mr.  Emery  frequently  dined  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel  on  Mr. 
Emery's  invitation,  and  as  Mr.  Watson  could  not  get  the  information  he  gave 
concerning  Gardner  from  any  place  else  but  Emery's  office,  where  he  has  had 
his  typewriting  done  for  more  than  a  year  and  where  he  has  been  in  touch  with 
that  office  every  day  when  he  was  in  Washington,  that  was  the  only  possible 
way  that  this  information  could  leak  out. 

I  left  Senator  Hemen way's  room  and  reached  the  Speaker's  house  about  10 
a.  m.,  and  I  was  engaged  with  Speaker  Cannon  until  10.30  a.  m.  on  the  Coudrey 
matter,  the  Speaker  promising  that  he  would  write  to  St.  Louis,  to  the  editor  of 
the  G lobe-Democrat  of  St.  Louis,  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Coudrey.  I  also  called  the 
Speaker's  attention  to  Senator  Cummins's  interview,  and  he  seemed  to  be 
thoroughly  posted  upon  the  matter  and  what  Cummins  and  the  others  were 
attempting  to  do  concerning  labor  legislation. 

I  had  an  engagement  with  Mr.  Gardner,  of  New  Jersey,  at  11  a.  m.,  which  I 
hurried  to  keep,  and  I  found  him  extremely  anxious  that  the  work  I  had  been 
doing  in  his  district  should  continue  as  it  was  going  on.  He  stated  he  would 
do  everything  possible  he  could  do  to  continue  the  pleasant  relations  that  he  had 
with  us  before  this  Watson  incident.  He  also  gave  me  a  complete  statement  of 
a  hearing  that  Gompers  and  others  had  been  having  before  his  committee,  at- 
tempting to  create  a  Department  of  Labor.  This  hearing  was  on  the  Sulzer 
bill,  which  Sulzer,  of  New  York,  has  introduced  at  this  session  of  Congress. 
Mr.  Gardner  called  my  attention  to  the  speech  made  by  Gompers  here  yester- 
day, where  Mr.  Gompers  stated  that  he  would  not  desert  labor  to  accept  a  place 
in  the  Cabinet  as  Secretary  of  this  new  department  if  it  was  created. 

The  Congressman  from  New  Jersey  also  stated  that  there  was  no  danger,  so 
far  as  he  could  learn,  of  any  labor  bills  getting  through  at  this  session  of  Con- 
gress. He  and  I  parted  on  the  basis  of  our  old  relations.  I  promising  that  I 
would  get  back  into  his  district  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Gardner's  office  I  called  at  the  Department  of  Commerce 
and  Labor  and  had  a  very  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  Stephens,  Mr.  NageTs 
secretary.  He  explained  to  me  why  it  was  that  the  Secretary  could  not  attend 
our  meeting.  He  said  that  at  the  very  last  moment  Mr.  Nagel  was  so  rushed 
by  some  important  matters  that  he  was  unable  to  get  the  train  as  scheduled,  so 
he  knew  it  would  be  too  late  to  take  a  later  one.  I  explained  lo  Mr.  Stephens 
that  I  was  instructed  by  the  officers  of  our  association  to  apologize  for  our  not 
having  a  delegation  of  some  of  our  prominent  members  to  go  over  with  him  from 
Washington.  1  told  him  of  all  the  arrangements  we  made  on  the  train,  giving 
him  a  private  compartment,  and  the  difficulty  we  had  at  the  last  moment  to  do 
so,  and  I  feel  that  if  we  had  lost  any  ground  with  Mr.  Nagel  in  our  pursuit  of 
Mr.  Cannon  that  we  regained  it  Mr.  Stephens  turned  back  to  me  $28.25,  the 
amount  he  received  back  from  the  railroad  company  for  the  tickets  I  left  him. 

For  about  two  hours  of  the  afternoon  I  was  engaged  getting  up  my  reports. 

About  4  p.  m.  I  met  Mr.  Coudrey,  and  he  gave  me  a  copy  of  two  letters  that 
were  sent  to  him  by  Mr.  Schwedtman,  the  originals  having  been  forwarded  to 
my  home  in  Baltimore,  and  I  had  not  received  them  up  to  that  hour.  You  will 
please  find  enclosed  with  this  report  copies  of  the  same. 

Several  days  ago  I  had  been  given  a  list  of  eight  names  of  Members  of  Con- 
gress who  are  near  insurgents  that  I  might  continue  in  my  spare  time  to  work 
on  them,  to  try  to  get  them  to  attend  the  caucus.  This  list  was  handed  to  me 
by  a  leading  Member  of  the  Senate,  so  for  the  balance  of  the  afternoon  during 
my  spare  time  I  was  in  this  way  engaged. 

I  was  held  over  here  on  caucus  work  last  evening,  and  I  met  Congressman 
Coudrey.  and  he  stated  that  he  had  written  Mr.  Schwedtman  a  letter,  and  that 
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he  had  sent  me  a  copy  of  the  letter,  which  would  reach  me  in  the  morning. 
This  copy  I  received  this  a.  m.  at  9  o'clock,  and  you  will  please  find  enclosed 
with  this  report  a  copy  of  the  same. 

I  have  given,  in  a  brief  way,  what  took  place  over  here  for  the  past  four  days, 
for  I  was  plainly  told,  as  you  can  see  by  this  report,  that  I  would  be  censured 
by  the  man  in  charge  of  the  work  here  by  letter  to  you,  or,  in  other  words,  as 
he  states,  he  would  make  a  report  to  you  because  I  did  not  accept  his  orders. 
If  I  had  obeyed  these  orders  I  am  positive  that  the  Gardner  eight-hour  bill 
would  have  passed  the  House  by  this  time  and  would  have  had  a  host  of  friends 
on  the  Senate  side,  so  I  did  what  I  felt  was  my  duty  to  you  and  to  the  organi- 
zation. 

I  will  leave  here  to-morrow  to  continue  my  field  work  until  I  hear  from  you, 
so  closing,  as  usual,  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Faithfully,  yours, 


Senator  Cummins.  Is  that  the  entire  letter? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  desire  to  examine  Mr.  Mulhall  about  it? 

Senator  Reed.  No. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  want  to  ask  him  a  question  or  two. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Cummins,  you  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter  ? 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  dated  May  25,  1910. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  state  in  this  letter  that  as 
you  were  coming  from  the  House  side  to  the  Senate  side  of  the 
Capitol  you  met  me? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  that  on  the  House  and  Senate  floor? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  it  was  in  the  corridor,  on  the  Senate  side. 

Senator  Cummins.  In  what  direction  was  I  going? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  were  going  toward  the  House  side. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  you  were  coming  toward  the  Senate  side? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  I  stated  to  you  that  I  was  on  my  way  to 
Senator  Dolliver's  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  invited  you  to  go  with  me? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  call  your  attention  to  a  point  further  that  is  not 
in  the  letter.  When  I  first  called  on  you  on  that  day  I  found  you 
in  the  restaurant  of  the  Senate  on  the  Senate  side  and  went  into  the 
restaurant  and  spoke  to  you,  and  you  were  talking  at  the  table  with 
some  other  gentleman,  and  you  told  me  that  you  would  be  leaving  the 
restaurant  in  a  short  time,  and  I  waited  in  the  corridor.  I  mention 
that  for  the  purpose  of  calling  your  attention  to  what  I  know  is 
facts. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  was  some  time  before? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  You  were  engaged  in  your  meal  when  I 
first  saw  you  on  that  day. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  then  you  say  when  you  met  me  later  I 
invited  you  to  go  to  Senator  Dolliver's  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  were  coming  from  the  House  and  I  was 
going  toward  Senator  Dolliver's  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  tried  to  speak  to  you  at  the  table  about 
Congressman  Kendall 

Senator  Cummins.  Just  listen  to  this  a  moment. 
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Mr.  Mulhajll.  All  right.    Go  ahead. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  then  we  went,  as  you  say,  to  Senator  Dol- 
liver's  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  so. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  you  turned  around  and  went  with  me  to 
Senator  Dolliver's  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Where  was  Senator  Dolliver's  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say  whether  it  was  Senator  Dolliver's 
committee  room 

Senator  Cummins.  You  say  I  was  going  toward  Senator  Dolliver's 
room.  Do  you  know  where  Senator  Dolliver's  room  was  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  did;  if  I  had  time  to  look  at  notes. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  was  in  the  northeast  corner  of  this  building, 
was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that  at  this  time,  Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  Just  north  of  the  post  office? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  I  am  not  sure. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  was  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry  at  that  time,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say  that  for  a  fact  without  looking  at 
notes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  where  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  did. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  mean  that  you  turned  around  and  went 
with  me  to  see  Senator  Dolliver  about  Mr.  Kendall's  speech? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  mentioned  the  fact  that  Mr.  Kendall  was 
objectionable  on  account  of  the  stand  he  was  taking,  and  I  tried  to 
talk  with  you  at  the  table,  and  you  told  me  then  in  a  brief  way  that 
you  thought  Mr.  Kendall  could  take  care  of  it  himself.  That  is  one 
of  the  incidents  I  know  that  occurred  at  that  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  was  the  purpose  of  my  taking  you  to 
Senator  Dolliver's  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  talk  over  the  Kendall  matter. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is,  to  talk  over  a  speech  Mr.  Kendall  had 
made  with  regard  to  the  eight-hour  bill  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wanted  to  talk  with  you,  as  I  thought  at  that 
time  you  were  leader  of  the  Iowa  delegation,  and  I  was  instructed  to 
call  your  attention  to  the  fact  of  Mr.  Kendall's  stand  from  the  time 
he  came  to  Congress,  and  I  was  on  that  errand  at  the  time  and  was 
sent  to  you  to  carry  out  that  errand. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  see  you  state  here  that  I  was  angry  on  ac- 
count of  the  reception  given  to  Mr.  Cannon  at  one  of  your  banquets. 
What  banquet  was  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  banquet  that  Mr.  Cannon  spoke  at 
in  1910,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Cummins.  Where  was  it  held  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  New  York  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria.  You  called 
my  attention,  I  think,  to  the  newspaper  speech  that  Mr.  Cannon 
made  at  that  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  I  carrying  around  a  copy  of  that  speech? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  had  it  in  your  head  or 
whether  you  had  it  in  your  pocket. 

Senator  Cummins.  How  long  was  it  after  the  banquet  when  we 
had  this  conversation? 

Senator  Reed.  May  25  is  the  date  of  this  report. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  about  five  days. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  was  May  14,  1910. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  made  the  statement  in  this  way : 

As  soon  as  I  reached  Mr.  Dolliver's  room,  with  Mr.  Cummins,  he  took  me  to 
a  private  room. 

That  is,  a  private  room  in  Senator  Dolliver's  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say  positively,  Senator,  just  as  to  that 
statement.  I  am  not  positive  on  this  statement  as  Senator  Clapp  was 
the  other  day  in  remembering  back  four  years  about  receiving  an 
introduction  to  me,  when  he  had  received  thousands  of  introductions 
during  those  four  years.     I  am  speaking  from  the  report. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  see  you  are. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  that  I  am  able  to  keep  in  my  head 
the  details  of  the  room  at  this  time.  I  have  been  in  several  rooms 
here,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  describe  all  of  them  at  the  present 
time. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  it  happens  to  be  true,  as  it  is  true,  that  at 
that  time  there  was  no  private  room  in  connection  with  Senator 
Dolliver's  room,  you  would  be  apt  to  change  your  mind  about  it, 
would  you  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  fact  is,  Senator  Dolliver's  room  was  a  sin- 
gle room  and  is  in  the  northeast  corner  of  the  building. 

I  do  not  desire  to  cross-examine  this  witness  any  further,  but  I 
desire  at  this  time  and  on  this  occasion  to  make  a  statement. 

First,  there  is  nothing  in  this  reference  that  in  the  least  reflects 
upon  me,  I  assume.  Nevertheless,  I  feel  that  I  ought  to  state  my 
recollection  about  it,  and  I  will  go  back  now  to  the  meeting  in 
Indianapolis. 

In  the  first  place,  strange  as  it  may  appear,  I  have  no  recollection 
of  ever  seeing  Col.  Mulhall  until  he  appeared  before  this  committee, 
no  recollection  of  ever  speaking  to  Col.  Mulhall  on  any  subject;  but 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  I  have  not  done  so,  because  there  are 
a  great  many  men  with  whom  I  have  talked  that  of  course  I  do  not 
remember. 

When  I  came  to  the  Senate  in  the  fall  of  1008  Senator  Beveridgc 
was  very  much  interested  in  a  bill  to  create  a  tariff  commission,  a 
permanent  nonpartisan  tariff  commission.  He  had  introduced  a  bill 
upon  that  subject  a  year  or  two  before  that,  as  I  remember  it.  I  was 
in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  also,  as  one  of  the  means  of  settling 
disputes  about  the  tariff.  I  went  along  and  I  was  in  constant  com- 
munication with  other  people  who  were  in  favor  of  the  tariff  com- 
mission, so  far  as  I  could  get  in  communication  with  them.  Some 
kind  of  a  meeting  was  to  be  neld  at  Indianapolis.  I  would  have  said, 
depending  upon  my  recollection  alone,  that  it  was  a  meeting  of  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association.  But  I  will  not  be  sure 
about  that.    Probably  it  was  the  other. 
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I  received  an  invitation  from  some  officer  of  that  association  *o 
speak,  at  the  annual  meeting,  on  the  subject  of  a  tariff  commission, 
and  in  a  tentative  way  I  accepted  that  invitation.  The  invitation  was. 
supplemented  by  Senator  Beveridge  in  person,  that  being  his  home, 
and  he  wanting  apparently  very  much  that  I  should  go  there  ana 
make  a  speech  on  that  subject.  As  the  time  drew  near,  it  became 
evident  that  on  account  of  my  work  here  I  could  not  go,  and  I  so 
notified  the  people  there;  and  then  began  something  of  a  pressure 
upon  me  to  change  my  mind  and  go,  and  Senator  Beveridge  especially 
was  very  insistent. 

It  may  be — I  do  not  say  that  it  was  not  so — that  during  that 
time  Col.  Mulhall  came  to  me  and  presented  the  request  of  the  asso- 
ciation for  me  to  go  there.  I  will  not  say  it  was  not  so.  I  have  no 
recollection  of  seeing  Mr.  Mulhall  in  that  connection.  At  any  rate, 
I  did  not  go. 

I  will  not  sav  that  I  never  saw  Col.  Mulhall  in  1910.  He  may 
have  spoken  to  me  in  the  restaurant.  He  may  have  spoken  to  me  in 
the  corridor.  But  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Mulhall 
about  Mr.  Kendall's  attitude  toward  the  eiffht-hour  bill,  and  I  never 
invited  Mr.  Mulhall  to  go  to  Senator  Dolliver's  room,  and  I  never 
went  with  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Senator  Dolliver's  room,  nor  had  a  con- 
versation with  him  about  that  subject  or  any  other. 

Senator  Dolliver's  room  at  that  time  was  in  the  northeast  corner 
of  this  building,  and,  of  course,  if  I  were  going  toward  the  House 
I  could  not  have  been  going  to  Senator  Dolliver's  room.  There  is 
but  one  room  in  his  committee  assignment  of  space,  and,  of  course, 
I  could  not  have  taken,  and  did  not  take,  Mr.  Mulhall  into  any 
private  room,  inasmuch  as  there  was  no  private  room  there. 

Those  who  remember  that  room  at  that  time — I  do  not  know  its 
condition  now — will  recall  that  along  the  back  part  of  it  there  was 
a  curtain,  which  I  never  saw  drawn,  but  which  might  be  drawn.  But 
there  is  no  private  room  connected  with  the  place. 

I  do  not  know  Mr.  Bird.  I  believe  I  never  heard  of  him  before 
this  investigation. 

I  have  no  recollection  whatever  of  Mr.  Mulhall  meeting  me  and 
attempting  to  get  my  views  upon  the  eight-hour  law  or  eight-hour 
movement.  My  position  upon  that  question  has  been  known  ever 
since  I  have  been  in  public  life.  I  have  always  been  for  an  eight- 
hour  day,  there  has  been  no  secret  about  it,  and  I  can  not  imagine 
that  I  would  be  at  all  disinclined  to  allow  Mr.  Bird  to  know  it. 

I  am  positive  with  regard  to  the  meeting  in  Senator  Dolliver's 
room.  It  seems  to  me  impossible  that  such  a  meeting  as  that  could 
have  occurred  and  left  no  impression  upon  my  memory.  I  can 
easily  understand  how  I  could  see  and  talk  with  Mr.  Mulhall  about  a 

feneral  subject,  or  about  an  invitation  to  Indianapolis,  and  forget  it; 
ut  it  does  not  seem  to  me  possible  that  I  could  forget  a  conversation 
such  as  he  has  described  occurring  in  Senator  Dolliver's  room. 

I  close  as  I  began,  by  saying  that  I  make  this  statement  not  because 
I  have  any  objection  to  what  Mr.  Mulhall  has  reported  with  regard 

to  myself ,' which  states  a  position  that  is  well  known,  I  assume 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say,  if  the  Senator  is  through,  I  would 
like  to  make  a  little  statement  before  the  committee.  I  want  to  state 
something  which  maybe  will  refresh  the  Senator's  recollection  in 
~*~~  rd  to  this  matter.    It  is  true  that  I  was  dressed  differently  then, 
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and  wearing  a  heavy  mustache,  but  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  I  showed  the  Senator  a  list  that  I  was  carrying  with  me 
at  the  time,  or  a  book  that  had  been  written  by  Mr.  Emery,  from 
some  association,  a  large  organization  out  in  Iowa,  and  sent  to  Mr. 
Emery.  I  carried  that  list  or  I  carried  that  book  with  me,  and  later, 
after  leaving  you,  Senator,  Mr.  Kendall  was  here,  and  I  took  that 
book  to  Mr.  Kendall's  office,  and  Mr.  Kendall  kept  the  book,  and  later 
Mr.  Emery  on  several  occasions  wanted  me  to  get  that  book.  That 
book  was  given  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  showing  it  to  Mr.  Kendall, 
or  intimidating  Mr.  Kendall  from  making  that  speech.  I  am  getting 
tired  of  denials  that  are  made  here,  denials  by  men  high  in  the 
councils  of  the  Republican  Party  all  over  the  United  States. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  whether  you 
are  tired  or  not;  if  you  do  not  tell  the  truth  I  am  going  to  deny 
any  misstatements  you  make. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  not  anything  there  in  any  shape  or  form 
to  injure  you,  Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  true.  So  far  as  the  circumstances  just 
mentioned  are  concerned,  instead  of  my  memory  being  refreshed  by 
what  Mr.. Mulhall  has  stated,  it  makes  me  even  more  certain  that  I 
never  had  heard  of  Mr.  Emery  at  that  time.  So  far  as  I  can  now 
recall,  I  never  saw  Mr.  Emery  until  he  appeared  before  the  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  that  was  appointed 
to  make  an  investigation  as  to  the  trust  question  in  1911. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  did  not  understand  that  he  suggested 

Senator  Cummins.  He  said  he  presented  to  me  a  list  prepared  by 
Mr.  Emery.  I  simply  say  I  never  saw  or  heard  of  Mr.  Emery  until  he 
made  his  appearance  before  that  committee. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  have  in  any  sense  spoken  about  Mr.  Emery 
to  you,  Senator.  I  do  not  state  for  a  moment — or,  as  I  said  a  moment 
ago,  I  did  not  in  any  sense,  in  writing  this  report,  intend  in  any 
way,  shape,  or  form,  to  cast  any  reflection  upon  you.  I  only  want  to 
say  to  you  now  that  I  know  just  as  well  as  I  am  a  witness  on  the 
stand  to-day  that  they  were  fighting  you  as  well  as  Mr.  Kendall, 
and  wanted  to  get  from  me  any  information  they  could  concerning 
Mr.  Kendall. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  know  they  were  fighting  me. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  they  are  fighting  you.  They  fought  you  at 
that  time,  and  they  fought  Mr.  Kendall  to  a  finish.  I  am  attempting 
in  no  sense  to  cast  any  reflection  on  Senator  Cummins,  but  I  am  doing 
the  best  I  can  for  the  future,  and  to  defend  myself. 

The  Chairman.  Let  us  go  on  to  the  next  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  knew  they  put  Mr.  Kendall  out  of  the  running. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  know  that.  Mr.  Kendall  refused  to 
become  a  candidate  at  the  last  election. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  state  another  instance,  and  I  guess  if  you 
can  reach  Mr.  Kendall  he  will  bear  me  out.  When  he  was  appearing 
for  the  Lloyd  bill,  they  produced  another  list  that  Mr.  Emery  gave  to 
me  for  Mr."  Kendall's  perusal  on  that  occasion,  and  Mr.  Kendall  did 
know  well  enough  that  they  were  after  him,  because  I  told  Mr. 
Kendall  on  that  occasion,  when  I  appeared  before  the  committee,  that 
if  he  made  a  speech  in  favor  of  the  Lloyd  bill  we  would  send  his 
speech  out  to  all  those  different  organizations. 
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Senator  Reed.  Senator  Cummins,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  do  you  know 
anything  about  Speaker  Cannon  having  been  invited  over  to  this 
great  banquet? 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  remember  anything  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  It  would  have  been  somewhat  natural  for  you  at 
that  time,  would  it  not,  to  have  thought  that  any  special  honors  paid 
to  Mr.  Cannon  were 

Senator  Cummins.  Not  at  all.  I  was  very  much  opposed  to  Mr. 
Cannon,  but  I  have  not  the  least  recollection  of  ever  complaining  or 
becoming  angry  because  Mr.  Cannon  was  invited  to  address  this  asso- 
ciation. The  truth  is  that  the  only  person  connected  with  the  mat- 
ter, with  any  association,  with  whom  I  ever  had  any  talk  about  the 
tariff  commission,  was  J.  B.  Cobb  of  Boston,  and  I  have  seen  him  a 
great  many  times  with  regard  to  the  tariff  commission  fight. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  should  rather  assume  that  if  you  said  anything 
about  this,  it  would  be  in  the  nature  of  strictures  that  you  passed 
upon  the  association. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  may  be.  I  will  not  say  that  is  not  so,  because 
for  any  association  which  desired  to  secure  a  tariff  commission,  to 
invite  Joseph  G.  Cannon  to  address  it  would  seem  to  me  to  be  a  very 
ridiculous  performance,  as  he  has  been  a  consistent  enemy  of  a  tariff 
commission  ever  since  I  have  known  anything  about  the  subject. 
.  Senator  Walsh.  That  was  why  I  thought  that  would  be  the  course 
of  the  conversation. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  say  that  without  any  idea  of  disparaging  Mr. 
Cannon  in  any  way.  because  that  is  known  to  be  his  position.  I  do 
not  now  remember  to  have  heard  that  he  ever  was  invited  to  address 
this  association  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Walsh.  Not  on  that  subject,  but  apparently  he  was  the 
principal  speaker. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  no  recollection  whatever  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  All  of  us  talk  to  a  great  many  men  in  the  course  of 
a  year,  of  course. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  that  I  would  carry  about  in  my  pocket  for 
two  or  three  weeks,  or  a  week,  a  speech  of  Mr.  Cannon's,  in  order  to 
complain  about  it  to  some  one,  is  incredible  to  anyone  who  knows  me. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  understand  the  witness  to  say  that. 

Mr.  Muliiall.  I  do  not  say  that  at  all.  I  simply  say  when  I  made 
that  report  you  did  speak  about  the  Cannon  speech,  Senator  Cum- 
mins. Mr.  Cannon's  speech  was  fully  reported  by  the  World  and  the 
New  York  American  and  other  papers  at  that  time,  and  it  was  just 
at  that  time,  on  the  25th — there  were  only  three  days  between  the  time 
of  the  banquet  and  the  time  that  I  state  in  my  report  that  I  met  you. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  may  be  that  I  criticized  the  speech  very 
often.     It  was  a  common  thing  with  me  to  criticize. 

Senator  Walsh.  Could  you  now  identify  this  room  to  which  you 
say  you  went,  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  the  Senator  describes  the  room,  I  remember 
certainly  where  Senator  Dolliver's  room  was.  I  believe  I  have  been 
in  his  room  on  two  or  three  occasions,  altogether.  I  am  not  sure 
about  that  at  this  date;  but  I  know  that  when  the  Senator  speaks 
about  getting  an  invitation  to  the  convention  that  was  held  in  Indian- 
apolis on  the  16th,  17th,  and   18th,  I  was  requested  by  Senator 
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Beveridge  not  to  extend  the  invitation  at  that  time  to  the  Senator, 
but  to  let  him  see  the  Senator  first. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  so  states. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  and  later  on,  as  I  said,  at  Mr.  Beveridge's 
request  I  did  deliver  the  invitation.  I  do  not  believe  I  am  mistaken 
in  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  say  that  is  not  true.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  it.  I  had  a  great  many  invitations  to  attend  that  meet- 
ing, and  I  wanted  very  much  to  attend  it.  Senator  Beveridge  pressed 
it  upon  me  very  earnestly. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  refer  to  the  location  of  this  room. 
Have  you  in  mind  now  the  room  referred  to,  in  the  extreme  northeast 
corner? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  have. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  that  the  room  to  which  you  went? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  was,  if  the  report  so  says.  I  say  this, 
that  I  am  not  as  clear  maybe  as  some  of  these  distinguished  gentle- 
men who  have  appeared  before  this  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  speaking  of  your  recollection,  now. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  on  that  subject  at  the  present  time. 
1  have  done  no  lobbying  work  for  the  past  19  months,  and  I  am  proud 
to  say  that  I  have  not. 

Senator  Reed.  In  any  event  it  seems  that  Senator  Cummins's 

{ position  is  stated  in  this  letter  about  as  it  was,  and  it  would  have 
>een  natural  for  him  to  criticize  any  association  that  paid  especial 
honors  to  Mr.  Cannon  at  that  time,  particularly  if  that  association 

Krofessed  to  be  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission;  and  I  want  to  say 
ere  that  there  is  not  a  thing  in  the  whole  letter  that,  to  me,  is  not 
in  accord  with  about  what  the  Senator's  public  attitude  has  been, 
but  that  does  not  bar  the  Senator  from  saying  that  he  has  no  recol- 
lection of  it,  or  that  it  never  took  place.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  in  the  letter  to  reflect  on  Senator  Cummins.  I  think  it  is 
rather  to  his  credit  all  the  way  through. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  thought  at  the  time,  Senator,  that  Senator  Cum- 
inins's  answer  was  to  his  credit,  when  he  stated  that  Mr.  Kendall 
could  take  care  of  himself,  that  he  was  apparently  at  that  time  not 
afraid  of  this  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  he  never  has  been,  very  much. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  record  shows  that  he  has  not ;  because  I  do  not 
believe  you  will  find  in  any  more  of  my  reports  where  those  people 
sought  you,  Senator  Cummins,  but  I  believe  if  you  will  inquire  later 
of  the  investigation  that  should  be  given  to  this  organization  you 
will  find  that  they  chased  you  through  your  own  street. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  little  doubt  of  that. 

Senator  Reed.  3717-3735  is  a  long  letter  that  we  read. 

3736-3773  are  duplicates  of  3717-3735. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  should  take  a  recess  at  this  point. 

Senator  Reed.  Before  we  take  a  recess,  I  desire  to  read  in  connec- 
tion with  this  letter  the  next  document,  which  is  not  numbered,  and 
which  is  entitled  "  Eight-hour  bill  held  up."  It  is  a  part  of  that  letter 
or  an  inclosure.    It  is  as  follows : 

One  of  the  long-standing  aversions  of  House  leaders  is  against  the  bill  pro- 
viding that  every  Government  contract  shall  contain  a  provision  that  no  person 
shall  be  required  or  permitted  to  work  more  than  eight  hours  a  day  on  public 
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works  authorized  by  the  Government.  This  measure  has  been  pending  for 
many  years.  Action  on  it  has  been  prevented  by  various  opponents  of  the  bill, 
on  occasion  breaking  a  quorum  by  leaving  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Labor, 
before  which  the  measure  is  up  for  consideration. 

A  resolution  was  introduced  to-day  by  Representative  Kendall,  of  Iowa,  an 
Insurgent,  discharging  the  Committee  on  Labor  from  further  consideration  of 
the  eight-hour  bill. 

"  I  have  assurances,"  said  Mr.  Kendall,  "  that  the  Rules  Committee  will  act 
favorably  on  my  resolution,  and  I  am  satisfied  if  I  can  get  the  bill  before  the 
House  that  it  will  pass.  The  bill  has  been  in  committee  long  enough,  and  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done  about  it.  I  propose  to  follow  this  measure  up  and  force 
action  on  it." 

Labor  unions  have  been  trying  to  force  action  on  the  eight-hour  bill  for  the 
last  15  years.  It  has  been  a  bone  of  contention  between  the  parties  in  the  House 
during  that  period.  It  was  reported  in  the  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  but  failed  of 
passage.  Now  that  the  insurgents  are  taking  an  interest  in  the  measure,  the 
prospect  is  bright  for  a  bitter  debate  over  it  before  adjournment. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  numbered. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  newspaper  clipping.  The  paper 
is  not  indicated,  but  the  article  itself  appears  under  a  Washington 
headline.    That  is  the  article  which  I  show  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  it  is  a  fact,  apparently,  from  this  newspaper 
statement,  that  Mr.  Kendall  had  at  this  time  been  very  active  on  the 
eight-hour  bill  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  made  a  speech  about  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Kendall  introduced  that  bill  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Hughes,  the  present  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  mark  that  3735-A.. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  a  recess  at  this  time  until  2.30  o'clock. 

(Thereupon,  at  1.30  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  took  a  recess 
until  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON   SESSION. 

At  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  at  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommit- 
tee resumed  its  session. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  state  publicly,  so  that  the  newspaper  men 
may  get  it,  that  Mr.  James  E.  Watson  has  written  to  the  committee 
asking  that  he  be  heard,  as  he  has  some  Chautauqua  speeches  to  make. 
The  committee  wrote  him  that,  so  far  as  they  were  concerned,  they 
would  release  him  from  their  subpoena  and  he  could  go,  but  that  if  he 
desired  to  make  a  statement  in  answer  to  the  charges  made  against 
him  by  Mr.  Mulhall,  or  as  contained  in  this  correspondence,  he  could 
be  heard  when  we  close  with  Mr.  Mulhall,  at  his  convenience  and  at 
the  convenience  of  the  committee.  He  is  the  only  witness  who  has 
been  released,  so  far  as  I  know. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MARTIN  MICHAEL  MTJLHALL— Resumed. 

The  Chairman.  Is  No.  3774  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to 
Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  is  addressed  "  Dear  Ferd.,"  and  down  in  the 
corner  addressed  "  Mr.  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman." 

The  Chairman.  I  think  it  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  it  because  it  has  something  to  do  with 
my  State. 

The  Chairman.  All  right;  anything  about  your  State  may  go  in. 
Senator  Reed  (reading)  : 

Dkar  Ferd.  :  I  received  this  morning's  copies  of  your  two  letters  to  Col.  Mul- 
hall,  and  I  bad  lunch  with  him  to  da}'  and  showed  same  to  him,  as  the  originals 
have  not  been  forwarded  from  Baltimore  as  yet,  and  the  colonel  has  been  quite 
active  in  my  behalf.    He  saw  the  Speaker  to-day  and  is  going  to  see  others. 

I  was  rather  on  the  fence,  but  the  colonel,  in  his  persuasive  way,  has  gotten 
me  to  thinking;  in  other  words.  I  am  sitting  up  now  and  taking  notice.  It  looks 
to  me  as  though  with  the  three  candidates  for  the  Democratic  nomination  that 
have  filed  there  is  going  to  be  some  sore  spots  that  we  can  take  advantage  ofc 
Now,  I  don't  want  the  colonel  to  go  to  St.  Louis  just  yet;  in  fact,  if  I  do  get  into 
'lie  race  I  will  certainly  need  and  want  him  there  later,  as  he  can  do  more  good 
then,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  convenient  for  him  to  be  on  hand. 

I  certainly  appreciate  the  kindness  and  interest  of  both  yourself  and  the 
colonel,  and  I  will  decide  the  matter  in  the  next  few  days. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  look  at  that  letter  a  moment  again. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.    [Handing  letter  to  witness.] 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Coudrey  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man, which  he  gave  me  a  copy  of. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3775,  3776  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  part  of  it: 

The  Gardner  matter  is  in  first-class  shape  again.  I  have  not  taken  Senator 
Hemenway's  advice  to  write  to  Mr.  Watson.  I  shall  wait  until  I  see  Mr.  Wat- 
son in  Washington  before  doing  anything.  I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Emery  since 
Tuesday  evening  in  the  hotel,  so  it  appears  to  me  as  if  it  is  *'  all  quiet  along  the 
Potomac  "at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  3777  is  a  letter  that  Schwedtman  sent  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  am  afraid  that  you  have  misconstrued  my  correspondence  with  Mr.  Coudrey 
if  it  made  the  impression  upon  you  that  the  situation  in  his  district  was  good 
for  him.  It  is  anything  but  good,  and  I  am  a  little  bit  inclined  to  believe  that 
it  would  be  the  best  policy  for  Mr.  Coudrey  to  refuse  to  run.  I  do  not  believe 
that  a  Republican  candidate  has  any  chance.  I  have  had  a  talk  with  a  man  way 
up  in  the  service  of  the  Globe-Democrat,  who  gives  no  encouragement  at  all,  and 
he  tells  me  that  there  is  now  no  possibility  of  either  one  of  the  Democratic 
candidates  running  independently.  This  is  practically  the  only  chance  that  a 
Republican  candidate  has  in  the  next  election,  and  I  think  that  Mr.  Coudrey 
would  do  well  to  throw  the  certainty  of  defeat  upon  some  other  candidate. 

Is  No.  3778,  addressed  "  My  Dear  Harry,"  and,  down  in  the  lower 
corner,  "  Hon.  Harry  M.  Coudrey,  Washington,  D.  C,"  a  copy  of  a 
letter  that  was  written  by  Schwedtman  to  Coudrey  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  and  a  copy  sent  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  have  your  letter  of  the  25th  and  your  telegram  of  the  27th.  I  also  have 
a  lengthy  letter  from  Col.  Mulhall.  I  have  answered  him  as  per  copy  attached 
and  I  want  to  say  to  you  that,  not  knowing  Mr.  Stifel,  I  have  asked  a  friend 
who  does  know  him  to  interview  him.     I  am  much  inclined  to  believe  that 
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neither  Mr.  St  if  el's  support  nor  that  of  anyone  else  will  elect  a  Republican  In 
your  district  the  coming  fall,  but  not  being  a  politician  I  am  naturally  no  expert 
on  matters  of  this  kind,  and  your  own  judgment  will  have  to  be  the  basis  for 
action. 

Is  3779-3784  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  report  which  was  made? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  this  part  of  it  should  be  read : 

After  leaving  Mr.  Emery's  office  I  went  to  the  Capitol  and  received  a  brief 
report  from  my  labor  friends,  and  was  handed  the  following  written  statement: 

"  The  sundry  civil  bill  now  before  the  House,  page  116,  at  the  end  of  bill,  on 
page  1S4 — Mr.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  has  an  amendment  on  the  8-hour  law 
to  be  offered;  every  effort  is  being  made  to  get  your  men  in  so  that  the  amend- 
ment can  be  defeated.  Notice  has  been  given  all  Republicans  to  be  on  hand  to 
vote  with  the  chairman,  Tawney,  ajgainst  same  going  into  the  bill.  I  will  look 
after  the  end  of  keeping  the  other  side  away." 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful  in  keeping  a  lot  of  Members  away  from  the 
House;  that  they  only  met  with  one  severe  rebuff,  and  that  was  from  Mr. 
Hughes,  of  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district,  Gompers's  sfool-pigeon  and  active 
supporter  in  this  Congress,  and  one  of  the  men  who  put  up  this  late  job  and 
sprung  the  surprise  that  we  are  now  fighting. 

These  two  gentlemen  stated  that  when  they  went  to  Mr.  Hughes's  office  he 
insulted  them,  saying  that  he  had  already  learned  what  they  were  doing,  and 
he  would  advise  them,  if  they  were  friends  of  labor,  to  get  out  and  attend  to 
their  business  instead  of  interfering  with  his  work. 

A  moment  after  leaving  these  gentlemen  I  saw  the  whip  of  the  House,  Mr. 
Dwijrht,  and  Mr.  James  A.  Tawney,  of  the  first  Minnesota  district,  chairman 
of  the  Finance  Committee.  These  gentlemen  both  told  me  that  they  had  all 
arrangements  made  to  fight  the  scheme  of  the  Democrats  the  minute  they 
sprung  it  on  the  floor;  that  Mr.  Tawney  would  raise  a  point  of  order  on  all 
things  they  would  attempt  to  bring  up,  and.  besides,  they  had  notified  all  the 
Republicans  to  be  present  that  were  in  the  city,  and  they  were  positive  that 
they  would  block  the  game  that  was  going  on. 

I  renin ined  all  day  at  the  Capitol,  and  there  was  a  splendid  attendance  of 
Republicans.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  was  like  a  jumping  jack,  trying  to  get 
his  Democratic  friends  in,  and  at  the  closing  of  this  session  they  had  about 
reached  where  Hughes  intended  to  offer  his  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil 
service  bill,  but  the  House  adjourned  at  4.45  p.  m.,  and  this  closed  to  some  ex- 
tent the  fight  up  to  this  moment. 

From  4.45  p.  m.  and  the  balance  of  the  evening  I  was  engaged,  at  the  solici- 
tation of  the  whip  of  the  House.  Mr.  D wight,  to  continue  driving  Members  in 
for  Saturday,  and  for  the  four  days  I  have  been  here  I  have  personally  seen 
myself  46  Members  of  the  House. 

On  Saturday  morning  I  continued  this  work,  working  through  the  House 
Office  Building  and  visiting  Members  that  had  not  been  in  the  House  on  Friday 
and  stating  to  them  the  importance  of  attending  the  House  on  Saturday  morning. 


Then,  skipping  a  part  of  it,  I  will  read  this : 


While  in  Mr.  Dwight's  office  I  met  there  the  Hon.  J.  Sloat  Fassett  and  J.  Van 
Vechten  Olcott,  of  the  fifteenth  New  York  district.  Those  gentlemen  seemed  to 
be  very  dubious  about  the  source  of  my  information,  and  they  wanted  to  know 
if  I  was  sure  about  the  information  I  had  given  them  on  Wednesday  night  and 
Thursday  morning,  for  they  had  been  holding  several  prominent  Members  of 
Congress  here  for  the  last  two  days,  and  if  my  information  did  not  turn  out 
correct  they  were  afraid  they  would  be  severely  censured.  I  told  Mr.  Fassett 
and  Mr.  Dwight  that  I  was  positive  of  my  information,  and  that  when  they 
reached  page  184  of  the  sundry  civil  service  bill  that  an  amendment  would  be 
offered  embodying  the  8-hour  bill. 

When  I  left  Mr.  Dwight's  office  it  was  about  11.30  a.  m.,  and  the  House  was 
called  at  12  m.  After  a  brief  session  of  the  House  it  went  into  a  Committee 
of  the  WThole,  and  15  minutes  after  the  House  was  in  session  there  was  a  roll 
call  showing  245  Members  present.     This  was  the  biggest  attendance  of  the 
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House  at  this  time  of  the  year  for  a  great  number  of  years,  and  it  was  brought 
around  by  the  card  sent  out  by  the  whip  and  the  information  I  had  given  and 
by  the  work  that  has  been  done  here  for  the  past  two  days,  for  even  the  leading 
Members  of  the  House  were  in  doubt  up  to  the  last  moment  that  the  informa- 
tion I  have  given  was  strictly  correct. 

This,  in  some  measure,  would  explain  why  Mr.  Emery  and  Judge  Dsivenport 
had  no  idea  of  the  crisis  which  was  on  for  the  last  few  days,  for  even  the  lend- 
ing Members  of  the  House  did  not  know  really  what  the  situation  was,  and  if 
it  was  not  for  the  information  given  me  by  a  prominent  Democrat  from  Mary- 
land, and  confirmed  by  prominent  labor  workers  here  in  the  city,  the  surprise 
would  have  been  sprung  that  was  planned  by  the  Democrats  and  the  laborites, 
and  the  eight-hour  law  would  have  been  a  rider  on  the  sundry  civil  service  bill 
by  a  big  majority. 

There  was  a  vicious  fight  on  the  floor  for  over  two  hours  and  a  half  to-day. 
It  was  led  on  the  Democratic  side  by  N.  E.  Kendall,  of  the  sixth  Iowa  district, 
a  mouthpiece  of  Senator  Cummins,  in  the  House,  and  by  Mr.  Hughes,  of  the 
sixth  New  Jersey  district;  T.  D.  Nichols,  of  the  tenth  Pennsylvania  district, 
late  president  of  the  Miners'  Union  in  the  anthracite  coal  regions;  and  by 
William  B.  Wilson,  of  the  fifteenth  Pennsylvania  district,  late  national  secre- 
tary of  the  Miners'  Union.  The  debate  lasted  for  about  two  hours  and  a 
half,  and  it  was  one  of  the  prettiest  fights  made  on  the  floor  of  the  House  for 
a  number  of  years,  several  Republicans  replying  to  the  Democrats,  led  by  James 
A.  Tawney,  of  the  first  Minnesota  district,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

The  first  vote  taken  on  the  bill  showed  the  Democrats  were  in  the  minority. 
The  vote  was  upon  sustaining  the  Chair  on  a  decision  given  by  Mr.  Mann,  of 
Illinois,  who  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  The  vote  was  61 
for  the  eight-hour  bill  and  99  against  it.  our  side  winning  by  38  votes. 

After  the  sundry  civil  service  bill  got  out  of  the  committee  I  had  a  long  inter- 
view with  the  whip  of  the  House,  Mr.  Dwlght.  He  certainly  did  some  splendid 
work  upon  this  bill.  After  the  Republicans  and  Democrats  both  understood 
what  bill  was  upon  the  floor,  the  eight-hour  bill,  there  were  a  number  of  them 
who  did  not  want  to  go  on  record  and  left  the  floor  of  the  House.  Mr.  Dwight 
informed  me  that  he  encouraged  all  the  Democrats  he  could  to  leave  the  floor, 
getting  nine  Democrats  off  of  the  floor  himself,  and  did  everything  he  possibly 
could  to  hold  the  Republicans  present.  This,  in  a  measure,  gave  us  the  good- 
sized  majority  we  received. 

I  am  extremely  sorry  to  report  that  when  I  came  here  on  Wednesday  night 
and  on  Thursday  morning  I  lost  four  hours  trying  to  find  Mr.  Emery,  on  the 
afternoon  of  that  day,  and  while  trying  to  locate  him,  the  Democrats  in  the 
House,  headed  by  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  while  there  was  a  very  small  attend- 
ance, sprang  an  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  service  bill,  which  was  under 
consideration,  arranging  it  so  that  no  money  which  would  be  appropriated  this 
year  for  the  antitrust  law  (the  Sherman  bill)  could  be  used  in  enforcing  that 
law  in  the  prosecution  of  labor  unions.  The  amendment  offered  by  Hughes  ex- 
empted all  labor  unions  from  the  law,  or,  in  other  words,  no  officer  of  the  Gov- 
ernment could  use  any  money  appropriated  to  enforce  this  law  against  labor 
unions.  There  only  voted  on  this  measure  49  Members — 24  against  and  25 
for — so  that,  as  I  stated  before,  if  I  had  lost  no  time  it  would  have  been  easy; 
instead  of  having  a  majority  of  one  against  us,  there  would  have  been  a  large 
majority  for  us. 

Besides  this,  on  the  Senate  side  they  put  as  a  rider  on  the  railway  rate  bill 
the  Overman  injunction  bill.  I  know  that  Mi.  Emery  will  fully  explain  this 
matter  to  you  folks,  and  I  feel  positive,  with  a  few  days'  good  work  here, 
/natters  can  be  straightened  out. 

I  feel  greatly  elated  over  this  victory;  in  the  short  time  we  had  to  offset  the 
work  that  has  been  going  on  here  for  two  weeks  by  the  Democrats  and  their 
allies,  the  labor  unions.  I  have  received  congratulations  from  Judge  Davenport, 
giving  me  full  credit  for  winning  this  fight.  Mr.  Emery  also  has  been  very  kind 
in  stating  that  the  victory  has  been  entirely  mine.  I  have  also  received  con- 
gratulations from  several  Members  of  the  House,  among  them  Speaker  Cannon, 
who  shook  my  hand  very  heartily  right  after  the  House  adjourned,  stating 
that  it  was  a  very  pretty  fight  and  nicely  handled.  Mr.  Dwight  and  Mr.  Fassett 
and  others  were  very  hearty  in  their  congratulations,  so  I  close  this  report, 
stating  that,  with  a  few  days'  good  work  next  week  and  careful  watching  for 
the  balance  of  the  session  of  this  Congress,  we  will  come  through  this  long 
session  complete  victors  on  the  measures  we  have  been  contending  for. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  correct  that  report  as  to  one  item.  In- 
stead of  u  Maryland,"  say  "  Illinois." 

That  information  was  given  to  me  by  Mr.  McDermott  of  Illinois, 
through  his  secretary,  and  the  note  is  still  in  existence,  in  his  secre- 
tary's handwriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  another  discrepancy 
here,  in  speaking  about  Mr.  Tawney.  You  speak  of  Mr.  Tawney  as 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee.  They  have  no  Finance  Com- 
mittee in  the  House.  The  corresponding  committee  of  the  House  is 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  and  Mr.  Tawney  was  at  that 
time  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  strictly  correct,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  state  here  that  he  was  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say,  Senator,  that  I  dictated  all  my  re- 
ports generally  to  a  stenographer,  and  very  seldom  signed  them.  I 
did  not  have  time  to  sign  them,  and  some  of  those  reports  I  have  not 
had  time  to  look  over  until  I  hear  them  now.  Even  in  Mr.  Emery's 
office  a  great  many  of  my  reports  were  signed  by  Mr.  Emery's  clerks, 
which  I  did  not  have  time  to  sign  and  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  These  reports  are  somewhat  lengthy.  What  was 
your  custom  about  making  them  up?  Did  you  make  them  up  on 
each  evening,  or  did  you  sometimes  run  for  several  days,  and  then 
from  memory  would  you  dictate  and  have  it  taken  down  and  tran- 
scribed ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  let  the  report  sometimes  run  four  or  five 
days  at  a  time  when  there  was  a  very  active  fight — when  We  were 
very  active  here  on  matters  of  that  kind.  The  reports  sometimes  run 
three  or  four  or  five  days.  I  always  dictated  my  reports  in  short- 
hand, and  then  if  I  was  too  busy,  and  as  a  rule,  the  stenographer 
signed  them. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  take  a  memorandum  as  you  went  along? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  generally  kept  a  memorandum. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  got  those  memoranda? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  have,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  got  a  memorandum  of  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  say  for  a  certainty. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  you  have,  produce  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  this  language  : 

After  leaving  Mr.  Emery's  office  I  went  to  the  Capitol  and  received  a  brief 
report  from  my  labor  friends,  and  was  handed  the  following  written  statement: 

"The  sundry  civil  bill  now  before  the  House,  page  116,  at  the  end  of  bill, 
on  page  184 — Mr.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  has  an  amendment  on  the  eight-hour 
law  to  be  offered :  every  effort  is  being  made  to  get  your  men  in  so  that  the 
amendment  can  be  defeated.  Notice  has  been  given  all  Republicans  to  be  on 
hand  to  vote  with  the  chairman,  Tawney,  against  same  going  into  the  bill.  I 
will  look  after  the  end  of  keeping  the  other  side  away." 

Senator  Nelson.  What  page  is  that  on? 

Senator  Reed.  On  sheet  17 IT  J  of  the  galley  proof  of  these  Mulhall 
letters. 

Who  gave  you  that  note? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott's  secretary,  Mr.  McMichael,  handed 
me  the  note,  coming,  as  he  said,  from  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  the  same  McMichael  letter  referred  to  in  the 
letter  of  James  A.  Emery  of  May  24,  1910,  numbered  3716  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  your  further  attention  to  a  part  of 
this  letter  that  has  just  been  read : 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful  in  keeping  a  lot  of  Members  away  from 
the  House. 

Who  were  these  two  men? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Gibson  was  one,  and  I  am  not  sure  whether  he 
had  Mr.  Ellsworth  with  him  at  that  time  or  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  Mr.  Gibson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  an  employee  of  the  Census  Bureau.  I 
helped  to  keep  him  there.  He  was  prominent  in  labor  politics  in 
Maryland. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  got  him  an  appoint- 
ment in  the  Census  Office  over  here,  and  that  then  after  getting  that 
appointment  you  used  him  here  in  the  House  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Frequently,  sir ;  on  all  occasions  when  I  needed  him. 

The  Chairman.  They  were  detailed  for  that  purpose  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  they  know  the  purpose,  or  did  they  not  ?  When 
I  say  "  they  "  I  mean  the  men  in  charge. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  asked  to  have  him  let  off. 

Senator  Nelson.  Whom  did  vou  ask? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  chief  oi  the  bureau — of  that  division.  Mr. 
Ellsworth,  the  party  he  was  working  under,  was  chief  of  that 
division. 

The  Chairman.  Ellsworth  is  the  man  that  is  spoken  of  in  all  of 
this  correspondence  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Where  you  tried  to  get  him  appointed? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  got  him  promoted.  I  guess  it  was  not  an 
appointment,  because  he  came  from  another  State. 

The  Chairman.  Transferred? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  am  not  sure  whether  he  was  transferred  or 
not,  but  there  was  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  on  that  promotion, 
also  telegrams. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  expression  that  Hughes 
was  "  Gompers's  stool  pigeon  "? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  certainly  meant  what  I  said  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  Hughes  was  Gompers's  stool  pigeon? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  at  that  time  he  seemed  to  act  with  Gompers 
and  Hart. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  what  you  mean  by  that  expression  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  I  do  not  mean  "  stool  pigeon."  I  mean  that 
he  acted  always  with  Mr.  Gompers  and  with  tne  labor  movement. 
That  is  a  mild  expression,  Senator,  if  you  will  read  some  of  the 
circulars  that  they  sent  out,  where  they  called  laborers  murderers 
and  Klu-klux  clan,  and  such  distinguished  gentlemen  as  on  my 
left 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Senator  was  taking 

any  exception  to  it. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  know  how  the  Senator  was  taking  it. 
Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  I  take  all  things  in  a  Christian  spirit. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Or  in  a  political  sense. 
Senator  Reed.  3785-3790  are  duplicates  of  3779-3784? 
3791-3798  is  a  copy  of  a  statement  of  an  account  that  you  sent  this 
association,  is  it? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Nelson.  What  is  this  item? 

May  2.  Paid  to  one  party  worker  in  advance  to  do  campaign  work  in  the 
second  New  Jersey  district  and  gather  information  in  the  labor  unions,  $20. 

Who  was  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  one  of  Mr.  Feeney's  men — Mr.  Feeney,  of 
Philadelphia.    He  generally  handled  that  work  for  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  give  the  money  to  Mr.  Feeney  or  to  these 
men? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  always  paid  Mr.  Feeney,  and  he  paid  his  men. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  one  other  item  that  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to : 

May  6.  Paid  to  one  party  worker,  member  of  Steam  Holsters'  Union,  balance 
for  one  week's  work  in  second  New  Jersey  district,  $20. 

Who  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  that  is  Michael  Collins,  another  Feeney 
adherent  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  it  to  him  directly  or  to  Mr.  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  paid  it  to  Mr.  Feeney. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then,  under  date  of  May  14,  you  have  this  charge : 

May  14.  Paid  to  two  party  workers,  $80. 

To  whom  was  that  paid? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  About  that  time  I  was  giving  considerable  money 
to  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  mean  that  the  $80  was  paid  to  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  mean  to  say  that  a  part  of  it  might  be  paid 
to  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  to  Mr.  McDermott  or  to  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  mean  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Walsh.  For  your  information,  Colonel,  I  would  say  that 
the  items  run  in  this  way : 

May  12.  Transportation  from  Atlantic  City  to  Vineland;  from  Vlneland  to 
Philadelphia  by  mileage  for  two. 
May  12.  Supper  in  Philadelphia. 
13.  Dinner  in  Phila. 

13.  Supper  in  Phila. 

14.  Breakfast  in  Phila. 

14.  Paid  to  two  party  workers. 

14.  Room  with  bath  at  Hotel  Walton,  two  nights. 

14.  Dinner  in  Phila. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  stated  before,  I  did  not  make  up  these  ac- 
counts.   As  a  rule,  however,  I  knew  where  the  money  went. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  the  connection  to  which  I  invite  your  atten- 
tion.   Does  that  help  your  recollection? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  would  say  Mr.  Feeney. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  whom  did  you  pay  the  $80? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  Mr.  Feeney. 
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Senator  Nelson.  This  same  Feeney? 

Mr.  Mulhaix.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say  here: 

Paid  to  two  party  workers,  etc 

That  is  not  true  then?  You  paid  it  to  one  party  worker,  Mr. 
Feeney  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  With  the  understanding  that  the  other  party 
worker  was  in  the  district. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  Mr.  Feeney  was  turning  it  over  to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  felt  positive,  because  the  results  were  good  on 
that  occasion ;  and  as  long  as  the  results  were  good  I  did  not  go  into 
the  details  as  to  where  the  money  went. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3799  is  a  letter  to  Bird  from  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr:  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  that  is  a  letter  that  I  sent 
to  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant,  I  think,  except  that  it  asks  for 
money,  although  the  previous  account  shows  that  you  had  been  get- 
ting a  good  deal  of  money. 

No.  3800  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  a  portion  of  that : 

I  have  your  letter  of  June  4  and  your  reports  attached  thereto.  The  same 
mail  brings  me  a  report  from-  Mr.  Emery,  in  which  he  speaks  in  the  highest 
terms  of  your  particular  work  in  connection  with  these  recent  plots  of  our 
adversaries.  To  Mr.  Emery's,  Mr.  Kirby's,  and  Mr.  Bird's  congratulations  I 
add  mine.    Keep  up  the  good  work,  and  let  me  hear  from  you  often. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  bring  uj>  that  other  bill,  Senator  Reed? 
Senator  Reed.  Yes;  I  am  bringing  it  up  now.     Is  3801,  3802  a  copy 
of  a  statement  sent  by  you  to  this  association? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Nelson.  In  this  account  there  is  an  item  as  follows: 

May  28.  Paid  to  two  party  workers  to  do  campaign  work  in  the  second 
New  Jersey  district  and  gathering  information  in  the  labor  unions,  for  salary 
and  expenses,  $80. 

Who  were  those  men? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  same  gentleman  I  mentioned  a  moment 
ago,  Mr.  Feeney,  and  it  might  be  Mr.  Collins  who  was  with  Mr. 
Feeney  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  the  money  to  Mr.  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  know  whom  he  employed  then  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  in  a  sense.  I  met  the  gentleman  in  the  cam- 
paign. 

Senator  Nelson.  Whom  was  he  employing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Collins,  I  believe,  was  one  of  them  at  that 
time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  he  a  laboring  man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  Mr.  Feeney  also? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  what  unions  did  they  belong? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  One  to  the  Elevator  Erectors'  Union  and  one  to 
the  Hoisting  Engineers'  Union. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  same  item  appears  three  times  in  your  ac- 
count? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  run  behind  in  their  accounts.  They  were  not 
able  to  reach  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  a  fourth  time  in  the  preceding  account  under 
date  of  May  14.  It  appears  under  dates  of  May  14,  May  21,  May  28, 
and  the  5th  of  June — at  intervals  of  just  one  week. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say  that  Mr.  Collins  has  made  an  affidavit  to 
that  effect. 

Senator  Reed.  They  come  every  week? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  at  the  rate  of  $40  a  week. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  Feeney? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  the  money  to  Feeney,  and  he  was  your 
go-between  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3803  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Bird,  and  is  un- 
important. 

No.  3804  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Schwedtman,  and  is  unimportant. 

3805,  3806  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Kirby,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  much  of  that  letter : 

Things  have  gone  our  way  very  niucli  for  the  past  two  days.  We  have  given 
a  great  deal  of  publicity  to  the  latest  scheme  of  the  Democrats  ou  the  House 
side,  and  there  are  remaining  in  Washington  a  large  number  of  prominent 
Republicans,  on  both  Senate  and  House  side,  ready  for  any  surprise  that 
the  Democrats  can  spring  relating  to  labor  legislation. 

The  note  that  I  received  from  a  Maryland  friend  of  the  House,  which  I 
showed  you  in  Mr.  Emery's  oilice  on  Wednesday,  was  handed  to  the  whip 
of  the  House,  and  he  sent  copies  of  it  to  a  large  number  of  leading  Republicans 
on  the  House  side. 

Besides  this  we  have  used  some  of  the  floor  officials  of  the  House  to  spread 
the  information  we  want  given  out,  so  we  have  made  it  almost  impossible  for 
the  Democrats  to  be  in  majority  on  the  floor  of  the  House  for  some  time  to 
come,  and  this  will  block  their  schemes. 

I  am  extremely  proud  to  report  that  the  antitrust  law  (the  Sherman  Act) 
stands  complete  again,  and  the  clause  put  in  by  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  on 
the  2d  instant,  has  been  eliminated  by  a  decisive  vote  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  yesterday,  between  4  and  5  p.  m. 

There  was  a  very  pretty  tight  made  by  Senator  Bacon,  of  Georgia,  to  keep 
the  Hughes  amendment  intact,  supported  by  a  number  of  leading  Democrats, 
and  on  the  Republican  side  Mr.  Heyburn,  of  Idaho,  led  the  fight  to  strike  out 
the  Hughes  amendment  to  that  bill  and  beat  the  Democrats  34  to  lt>. 

There  was  splendid  work  done  by  both  Ohio  Senators  In  our  favor;  also 
one  of  the  Senators  from  West  Virginia.  Senator  Hale  of  Maine,  and  others. 
So  it  api>ears  now  that  the  Sherman  Act  will  stand  better  than  it  has  ever 
stood  before,  so  this  leaves  us  at  the  close  of  this  week  largely  the  victors  of 
what  we  have  been  contending  for,  with  the  laborites  In  very  bad  shape. 

Senator  Reed.  This  was  in  1910.  Can  anyone  tell  me  who  were 
the  Senators  from  West  Virginia  in  1910? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think  they  were  Senator 
Elkins  and  Senator  Scott. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator  Elkins  was  dead  at  that  time,  was  he  not? 

Senator  Nelson.  The  railroad  bill  was  reported  by  him  in  June, 

1910. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3807  is  another  letter  from  Kirby  to  you,  is  it 

not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  that.    It  is  as  follows : 

My  Dear  Colonel:  That  there  may  be  no  further  lniiuinderstandiug  or 
controversy  with  respect  to  the  instructions  you  shall  receive  or  from  whom 
you  shall  receive  them,  I  have  arranged  with  Mr.  Bird  to  assume  complete 
and  absolute  charge  over  your  movements  and  work  as  the  same  relates  to 
association  matters,  and  after  receipt  of  this  letter  you  will  therefore  please 
report  to  and  receive  your  instructions  from  him.  He  will  instruct  you  as  to 
the  character  of  reports  to  be  made  to  him,  and  which  are  to  be  made  to  no 
one  else,  except  as  he  may  direct. 

I  am  strongly  impressed  with  the  unwisdom  of  too  much  letter  writing  about 
matters  of  a  confidential  nature,  having  just  passed  through  an  experience 
which  clearly  demonstrated  to  me  the  danger  of  too  free  written  expression 
on  matters  that  should  be  carefully  guarded  and  not  subjected  to  the  scrutiny 
of  those  who  ought  not  be  conversant  with  them.  This  precaution  is  necessary 
to  guard  against  leaks,  which  would  be  apt  to  destroy  the  confidence  imposed 
in  you  and,  as  a  consequence,  your  usefulness  also. 

I  think  you  will  agree  with  me  on  this  matter  and  that  you  will  be  glad  to 
be  relieved  of  the  thought  that  I  exi>ect  any  written  reports  from  you.  I  will 
be  kept  Informed  of  what  is  going  on  without  danger  of  leakage.  Of  course 
I  do  not  mean  that  you  are  not  to  write  to  me,  for,  while  I  wish  you  to  report 
as  Mr.  Bird  shall  direct  you.  I  shall  be  pleased  to  hear  from  you  occasionally 
as  the  spirit  moves  you  to  write  me  a  social  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator  Reed,  I  would  like  to  explain  what  caused 
that  letter,  if  I  may  be  permitted. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  About  that  time,  or  before  I  got  that  letter,  I  was 
called  to  the  New  York  office,  and  in  the  president's  room  that  they 
have  there,  or  in  the  room  of  Mr.  Kirby,  I  was  given  at  least  a  two 
hours'  interview,  or,  in  fact,  I  was  brought  over  there  to  try  to  be  won 
over  to  certain  matters  that  Mr.  Kirby  felt  would  be  for  the  safety  of 
the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  What  organization? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  that  this  organization,  my  work,  and  the 
field  work  and  everything,  should  come  under  one  head;  that  it 
should  come  under  Mr.  Emery's  head.  Mr.  Kirby  and  I  went  over 
these  matters  for  a  long  period  of  time  in  the  room  on  that  occasion, 
and  we  did  not  agree  up  to  the  noon  hour.  I  practically  told  Mr. 
Kirby  that  before  I  would  do  that  I  would  quit  the  service,  and  also 
gave  Mr.  Kirby  flatly  to  understand  that  I  would  not  stand  for  any 
more  strike  work  or  going  into  any  more  strike-breaking  enterprises. 
Furthermore,  I  told  Mr.  Kirby  this  row  between  Mr.  Emery  and  I, 
about  the  thing  reported,  that  was  just  read  before  the  adjournment 
at  noon  hour — I  told  Mr.  Kirby  flatly  this,  that  I  would  not  go  home 
and  look  my  wife  in  the  face  and  take  orders  from  Mr.  Emery,  be- 
cause I  had  never  seen  a  more  subservient  tool  to  people  of  that 
stripe  in  my  life  than  what  Mr.  Emery  was.  They  adjourned  about 
noontime,  and  Mr.  Kirby  wanted  me  to  go  out  and  take  dinner  with 
him.  That  I  flatly  refused  to  do.  I  would  rather  eat  alone.  Then 
he  said  to  go  out  and  think  it  over  "and  we  will  meet  again  at  2 
o'clock."  I  went  out  and  I  came  back  at  2  o'clock,  and  Mr.  Kirby 
wanted  to  know  if  I  had  changed  my  mind.  I  said  I  had  not,  that  I 
would  leave  the  service  before  I  would  put  in  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Emery,  which  I  knew  he  would  not  be  capable  of  doing 

Senator  Walsh.  Really,  Col.  Mulhall,  those  controversies  between 
you  and  those  gentlemen  are  not  important  here. 
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Mr.  Mii.ii all.  I  o:/iy  win;  :  :•  say  that  from  that  time  m?  influence 
with  this  orpinizatior"  beirar.  10  wane — from  the  time  of  this  gum 
shoeing  thai  I  am  talking  alv  ;:t.    That  started  from  that  day  on. 

Senator  Walsh.  Y«'..  Have  to"«.i  enough  to  express  the  idea. 

Mr.  Milhall.  I  w::I  s:o;.  if  the  Senator?  are  tired  of  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yor.  were  cetting  nervous  and  uneasy  because 
von  thought  you  were  s:-iv*s  to  lose  your  job! 

Mr.  Mi'liiau.  No:  1  •"•fVwd  x-«  pve  the  job  up  twice  before  that, 
ami  was  coaxed  ar.d  eaio:ed  to  stay  with  these  people,  and  you  will 
find  letters  to  that  e  fleet,  if  you  will  read  them  up. 

SenatiT  Walsh.  Ti.v  letu  r>  clearly  show  that  fact. 

Senator  Keep.  Rr.t  it  I  r.r.iieiMand  you.  you  felt  this  dissatisfac- 
tion, anil  you  had  a  talk  a'^rit  ti::it  with  Mr.  Kirby:  and  as  a  result 
of  that  talk,  ^r  foilowir.^  that  talk,  this  letter  of  June  13  was  writ- 
ten? 

Mr.  Mri.ii all.  It  wa>  for  the  rr.qwe  of  having  more  secrecy  and 
less  letter  writing  and  to  go  Kuk  to  the  gum-shoe  business  of  1907, 
before  the  Van  C!e:ne  rule.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  was 
decent  and  he  fought  deoent. 

The  Chairman.  TV. a:  wa>  ail  stated  before.  Let  us  get  on  with 
the  letters. 

Mr.  Mii.iim.i-.  I  only  want  to  eall  to  the  attention  of  the  press 
why  there  was  r.-»  more  strikes  and  why  I  stopped  participating  in 
strikes  after  that  time. 

Senator  Rrrr*.  No.  :*>0>  is  a  i»py  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Rotwlinot  * 

Mr.  Mt'i.iiALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reei\  No.  o>0s*  is  unimportant.  I  think. 

No.  ft$10  is  a  eopy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtmanf 

Mr.  Milhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Wai^h.  1  will  read  this  portion  of  that: 

Wo  liavo  lwn  extrome.y  husy  ;;::■:;  the  ]<ros*iir  moment,  bnt  expect  the  fight 
to  ho  over  ahoui  -he  l:.st  .-i  this  wwk:  sv.  hoping  then  to  have  more  time  to 
write-  von  more  ful  y  arM  s*vk  jv.r  aVi  in  the  field  work.    I  expect  to  be  com- 

pel  Us  I  to  ^o  to  M:v.'..ts*-t:.  for  :i  few  days  to  do  some  work  in  Mr.  Tawney1* 

ilisirii-:.  >•■  .1   :■    >  ;  ■:  :...■  :   i  ..-;:    ■:  :-..>  wax-  I  will  try  to  come  to  St.  Louis 
Co  lm\e  ;i  talk  with  vo;:. 

* 

Senator  Nelson.  IHd  yon  p-  to  Minnesota? 

Mr.  Mti.iiM.i..  No:  1  "siw'Mr.  Tawney.  and  Mr,  Tawnev  did  not 
want  me  out  there. 

Senator  l!ni».  No.  :><il  is  anot: n-  letter  from  Schwedtman,  which 
1  think  i>  unimportant. 

N  :;sii\  :*>i:i  .;  eoj\v  of  a  letter  whvh  von  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mi  in  ail  Yes. 

Senator  Wu.mi.  1  will  load  the  f.»!!owin«r  from  that  letter: 


1  :im  .hist  writing  a  hiiof  Ut  ei\  so  \vu  wi*:l  know  what  has  taken  place 
for  the  Inst  tow  day>.  Thin-s  :ire  sli:ii.!.*.i.s  up  in  a  first-class  way,  as  far  a 
are  ooivomori.     Tie  railroad  h:V.  v.;:  bo  reined  to  both  Houses  to-mo 


here 

as  we 

,  .     ..  to-morrow 

out  ot  oouforoiue.  an. I  the  Mindry  oivij  sorviee  bill  we  expect  will  be  reported 

out   ,.f  ,-onr,  roni-e  Thursday  or   Kridav 
Tln 


instruct   i he  •-oiiforees  .*f  the  House  to  di&'pree  with  the  Senate  noon  thta 
measure.  ■»—■»•  «iw«  «— 
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I  had  a  long  talk  yesterday  with  several  of  the  leading  Members  of  the 
House,  and  they  stated  that  our  work  should  be  along  that  line— to  get  as  many 
Democrats  as  we  possibly  could  away  and  to  hold  as  many  Republicans  as  we 
possibly  can. 

I  am  extremely  anxious  to  hear  from  you,  and  I  would  like  very  much  to 
have  you  send  me  a  set  of  the  credentials,  such  as  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  me,  in 
the  very  near  future.  Certainly  I  could  not  use  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  letter  In 
visiting  any  friends,  so  for  that  reason  I  am  like  a  ship  without  a  compass. 
I  have  nothing  to  show  to  confidential  friends  what  my  relations  with  our 
organization  are. 

I  had  a  splendid  meeting  yesterday  with  the  chairman  of  the  Republican 
national  congressional  committee,  and  he  will  give  me  a  strong  letter  of  cre- 
dentials, such  as  Mr.  Sherman  gave  me  when  he  was  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee two  years  ago.  There  are  many  calls  for  our  aid  in  different  sections, 
and  I  feel  that  when  Congress  adjourns  there  can  be  one  month's  splendid  work 
tn  the  field  that  will  hold  for  us  a  host  of  friends. 

I  am  getting  splendid  reports  from  the  Gardner  district,  and  some  of  them 
I  have  shown  to  Mr.  Gardner,  which  have  pleased  him  very  much. 

I  expect  at  the  last  of  this  week  I  will  be  able  to  get  away  from  here.  Mr. 
Emery  informs  me  that  he  will  leave  here  Wednesday  night,  and  will  be  gone 
for  a  day  or  two,  so  by  Saturday  morning  next  I  am  anxious  to  leave,  so  that 
I  can  look  after  some  of  the  work  that  is  going  on  in  Jersey. 

We  expect  Congress  to  adjourn  now  about  a  week  from  Saturday,  or  two 
weeks  at  the  most,  and  as  I  stated  before,  in  the  forepart  of  this  letter,  we 
are  doing  all  we  possibly  can,  through  Democratic  friends,  to  get  the  Hughes 
and  Gompers  votes  out  of  town. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  were  using  some  Democratic  friends 
to  get  the  Hughes  and  Gompers  votes  out  of  town  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  by  saying  that  phrase  I  am  quoting  the 
whip  of  the  House,  Mr.  Dwight. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  3814,  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to 
Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  3815,  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  Mr. 
Mulhall. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  one  sentence: 

I  have  your  letter  of  the  10th  instant.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  I  am  joyously 
pleased  with  its  contents.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Emery,  detailing  the  fight  in  the 
Senate  over  the  Hughes  amendment  is  also  very  encouraging.  Keep  up  the 
good  work.    The  session  will  end  very  soon,  and  then  for  a  breathing  spell. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3816  is  a  telegram. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  sent  by  you  to  Mr. 
Emery,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  It  reads  as  follows : 

For  past  two  days  new  fight  started  on  eight-hour  bill.  Democrats  signed 
call  to  have  Labor  Committee  meet.  Executive  session  held  from  11  to  12  this 
morning.    We  again  won  the  fight.    Everything  else  looking  all  right 

The  Chairman.  No.  3817  is  unimportant. 

The  next  is  No.  3818,  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Waush.  That  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Waush.  I  read  this  part  of  the  letter : 

Mr.  Fairchild  showed  me  a  letter  from  you  asking  me  to  help  out  in  his  dis- 
trict I  shall  be  glad  to  consult  you  about  this  and  several  other  districts  that 
they  wish  our  aid  in,  so  I  will  do  my  best  to  come  over  on  Monday,  providing 
that  Mr.  Emery  feels  that  it  is  safe  for  me  to  go. 

I  sent  in  an  expense  account  by  special  delivery  this  morning,  and  I  hope  you 
will  hurry  it  over  to  me,  as  I  need  cash  pretty  bad. 

The  following  telegram  was  sent  to  Mr.  Emery: 
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And  then  follows  the  telegram,  which  is  No.  3816. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  the  witness  whether  3819-3821  is  a  cop2 
of  a  letter  he  sent  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes?  sir. 

(At  this  point  the  witness  by  permission  temporarily  withdrew 
from  the  stand  and  left  the  room.) 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  a  part  of  this  letter : 

I  got  tips  who  to  see  on  the  committee,  and  visited  most  of  the  Republicans 
besides  the  Democratic  member  from  Maryland,  and  as  soon  as  the  committee 
got  into  session  the  Republicans  agreed  to  start  a  debate  upon  the  different 
bills,  taking  up  the  full  hour,  without  giving  the  Democrats  any  chance  to  do 
business  upon  the  eight-hour  bill. 

I  saw  Mr.  Madison,  of  Kansas,  yesterday  evening,  and,  with  the  aid  of  myself 
and  some  friends,  we  won  him  over  our  way;  and,  instead  of  being  against  us 
to-day,  he  gave  an  extended  talk  on  prison-labor  matters,  taking  up  a  good  deal 
of  the  time  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Gardner  stated  to  me  after  the  meeting  was  over  that  he  gave  as  much 
time  as  he  possibly  could  to  all  Republicans,  recognizing  them  at  every  oppor- 
tunity, so  the  only  matters  that  they  were  able  to  consider  during  the  hour  the 
committee  was  in  session  was  the  Sulzer  bill  for  a  labor  bureau,  and  that  was 
again  referred  back  to  the  subcommittee  with  instructions  to  draw  a  new  bill, 
so  this  action  completely  kills  that  bill  at  this  session,  and  the  only  business 
that  was  done  before  the  committee  was  that  the  full  committee  agreed  .to 
report  out  one  of  the  prison-labor  bills. 

Mr.  Nicholls,  of  Pennsylvania,  made  a  motion  to  take  up  the  eight-hour  bill, 
but  Mr.  Taylor,  of  Ohio,  made  a  motion  to  adjourn,  stating  that  it  was  12 
o'clock;  and  a  motion  to  adjourn  was  put  and  carried,  Nicholls  not  having  time 
to  even  get  a  second  toward  a  motion  to  take  action  on  the  eight-hour  bill ;  so 
this  completely  kills  that  bill  before  the  committee,  as  the  committee  will  not 
meet  again  at  this  session. 

I  can  not  praise  Mr.  Gardner  too  highly  for  the  splendid  work  he  did  and  the 
way  he  managed  affairs  on  this  occasion.  The  only  drawback  that  we  had  on 
the  Republican  side  was  that  the  Hon.  Richard  Bartholdt.  of  the  tenth  Mis- 
souri district  (city  of  St.  Louis),  was  the  only  Republican  that  did  not  attend. 
I  personally  notified  Mr.  Bartholdt  yesterday,  he  promising  to  attend,  and  I 
thought  he  meant  it  this  time,  for  I  understand  that  Mr.  Schwedtman  and 
others  have  been  touching  him  up. 

I  am  very  glad  to  report  that  Mr.  Covington,  the  Maryland  Democratic  mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  stayed  away  until  10  minutes  of  12,  and  was  of  no  use 
to  the  Democrats  while  the  committee  was  in  session,  as  he  voted  with  the 
Republicans  to  adjourn.  This  is  the  third  time  that  I  can  positively  state  that 
Covington  has,  in  a  large  measure,  saved  us  from  getting  in  the  eight-hour  bill 
at  this  session. 

There  were  six  Republicans  present  and  five  Democrats,  Bartholdt  being 
absent  and  Mr.  Allen,  of  Maine,  being  absent;  so  if  Covington  had  been  there 
it  would  have  placed  Mr.  Gardner  In  quite  an  awkward  position,  for  he  would 
have  had  to  support,  in  a  measure,  his  own  bill. 

This  is  another  complete  victory  for  us  upon  this  bill,  and  I  am  positive  now 
that  there  will  be  no  legislation  along  those  lines  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Emery  left  here  last  Wednesday  and  we  do  not  expect  him  back  until 
Paturdny  morning;  so  on  Saturday  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  getting  away 
Trom  here  for  a  brief  period  of  time,  and  will  try  to  see  you  in  New  York  on 
Monday  If  it  is  possible. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  3822,  which  seems  to  be  unim- 
portant. 

As  the  next  letter  seems  to  be  of  some  importance,  we  had  better 
wait  until  Mr.  Mulhall  returns. 

Senator  Reed.  We  can  identify  this  when  he  returns.  I  want  to 
read  something  from  No.  3822.    I  see  this  statement: 

On  account  of  being  on  the  wing  so  much  of  late,  I  have  gotten  so  far  behind 
in  my  affairs  and  correspondence  that  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  frame 
such  a  letter  as  I  want  you  should  have  as  a  proper  credential  from  me,  but 
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it  is  uppermost  in  my  mind,  and  I  will  attend  to  it  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days  at  the  latest 

Senator  Nelson.  Which  letter  are  you  reading  from? 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3822. 

Then,  following  that  is  No.  3823,  a  letter  dated  June  20,  1910, 
addressed  "  To  whom  it  may  concern,"  and  signed  "  J.  Kirby,  presi- 
dent."   It  can  be  identified  later.    I  will  read  this : 

Xhe  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  introduce  to  the  members  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  who  is  and  has  been  for  the 
Past  seven  or  eight  years  connected  with  the  association  in  a  confidential 
capacity.  He  has  acted  with  and  for  many  leading  men  in  national  politics  in  a 
similar  capacity,  besides  having  a  wide  range  of  acquaintance  with  leading 
State  politicians.  His  field  work  for  the  association  is  principally  devoted  to 
the  interest  of  representatives  who  are  blacklisted  because  of  their  refusal  to 
do  the  bidding  of  labor  agitators  in  legislative  matters  and  to  assist  in  pro- 
curing the  proper  reward  to  such  men  for  their  patriotism  and  devotion  to  duty 
*J*at  they  may  not  suffer  by  reason  thereof.  Col.  Mulhall's  record  is  clear. 
His  fidelity,  integrity,  and  loyalty  have  never  been  questioned  to  my  knowledge. 
*°U  can  speak  with  him  in  strict  confidence  and  be  assured  that  his  mission 
to  you  relates  to  matters  that  concern  not  only  your  own  interest,  but  the 
£e**eral  business  interests  of  the  country.  I  bespeak  for  him  your  cooperation 
"*    the  important  work  in  which  he  is  engaged. 

(During  the  reading  of  the  above  letter  the  witness,  Mulhall,  re- 
turned to  the  room  and  resumed  the  stand.) 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  to  look  at  No.  3822  and  No.  3823 
***d  tell  me  if  they  are  both  letters  which  were  sent  to  you,  and  were 
ngned  by  Mr.  Kirby? 

JMt.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  one  was  the  cre- 
dentials from  Mr.  Kirby  and  the  other  was  a  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  got  these  credentials  of  June  20,  intro- 
ducing you  to  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers, on  what  mission  or  errand  were  you  about  to  start? 

JVfr.  Mulhall.  On  general  field  work  for  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  What  do  you  mean  by  general  field  work? 

2Mx.  Mulhall.  To  go  into  the  different  districts  and  oppose  those 
^tio  were  opposed  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers — 
">at  is,  I  mean  oppose  its  enemies  and  help  its  friends. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  men  who  were  running  for  office? 

^Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  I  mean  Members  of  Congress  and  the  Senate, 
a*>d  any  other  office  they  were  after — any  other  position  they  were 
ck*asing. 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  we  pass  this  matter  I  will  ask  you  this. 
^*lie  chairman  called  attention  a  little  while  ago  to  the  statement 
f^Ht  you  had  two  men  looking  after  Democratic  Members,  and  you 
^"^re  asked  who  they  were,  and  you  said  Mr.  Dwight,  the  whip,  was 

on*. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  a  man  in  the  Census  Office. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  And  Mr.  McDermott  was  the  other;  and  Mr.  Mo 
Michael,  on  the  floor,  was  another. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  jou  recall  where  that  letter  came  in  ? 
Senator  Reed.  Here  it  is.    It  is  No.  3779. 
Senator  Nelson.  It  is  after  the  words  that  appear  in  italics. 
Senator  Walsh  (reading  from  3779) : 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
tola  me  they  were  fairly  successful  In  keeping  a  lot  of  Members  away  from 
the  House. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  at  that  time  that  was 
Mr.  McMichael  and  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  did  you  say? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McMichael,  chief  page  of  the  House. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  say  a  moment  ago  that  it  was  a  man 
from  the  Census  Office? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  doing  work,  too.  I  said  just  now  it 
was  Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  McMichael.  Mr.  Gibson  and  Mr.  Ells- 
worth were  in  the  Census  Office. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  say  to  me,  when  we  were  on  this 
letter,  that  one  of  the  men  was  a  man  in  the  Census  Office  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  one  of  them  was  a  man  in  the  Census 
Office. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  that  you  got  him  sent  up  there — got  him 
detailed  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  his  name  was  Nichols? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  I  did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Gibson. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Gibson;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Now  you  name  four  men. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  I  can  name  some  more  if  you  want  me 
to.  I  think  I  could  name  Mr.  Watson  candidly  and  fairly,  if  he  was 
in  the  city,  because  any  time  that  he  was  in  the  city  he  was  always 
lobbying  for  this  work. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  employed  him  to  look  after  Democratic 
Members. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  say  I  did,  but  the  organization  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  this  language  in 
3779-3784 : 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful — 

And  so  forth. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  might  say  that  on  labor  measures,  because  those 
men  did  keep  me  in  touch  with  what  was  going  on  in  Washington 
if  they  possibly  could. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  indicate  here  that  you  had  two  men  engaged 
in  keeping  Democratic  Members  away  from  voting  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  want  to  amend  it  by  saying  that 
Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  McMichael  and  Mr.  Dwight  and  maybe 
these  other  men  helped. 

Senator  Neuson.  That  makes  two  Congressmen  and  a  messenger! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  messenger,  but  the  chief  page,  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  McDermott  and  another  Congressman. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  was  three  years  ago  you  made  this  report. 
You  had  evidently  been  trafficking  with  a  number  of  individuals, 
getting  them  to  do  work  of  this  character,  but  when  you  wrote  this 
letter  you  spoke  about  two  gentlemen;  not  four,  but  two.    You  said: 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful. 

Now,  the  next  paragraph  starts  off: 

These  two  gentlemen  stated  that  when  they  went  to  Mr.  Hughes's  office  he 
insulted  them,  saying  that  he  had  already  learned  what  they  were  doing,  and 
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he  would  advise  them,  if  they  were  friends  of  labor,  to  get  out  and  attend  to 
their  business  instead  of  interfering  with  his  work. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  another  statement  up  above,  to  this 
effect: 

[Reading  further  from  the  same  exhibit:] 

After  making  a  brief  statement  to  Mr.  Emery  of  the  work  I  was  doing,  he 
wished  to  know  if  I  would  not  continue  here  for  a  few  days  until  the  crisis 
was  over.  I  told  him  I  would  do  anything  in  my  power  to  help  him  and  to 
offset  any  movement  that  was  going  on  by  the  labor  people. 

Mr.  Emery  then  commenced  to  make  a  statement  and  wanted  to  know  why 
I  did  not  explain  to  him  the  Gardner  row ;  that  he  got  a  brief  idea  of  what  took 
place  in  Washington  when  he  was  down  in  Dayton  with  yourself  and  Mr. 
Schwedtman. 

I  did  not  wish,  just  at  that  time,  to  go  into  a  statement  with  Mr.  Emery, 
for  I  had  engagements  at  the  Capitol  with  two  prominent  labor  workers,  who 
had  started  the  night  before,  at  my  request,  to  see  Hughes,  Rainey,  and  other 
prominent  Democrats  who  are  acting  for  Gompers,  to  see  if  they  could  not 
possibly  start  a  back  fire  on  what  the  labor  workers  were  doing. 

This  I  explained  to  Mr.  Emery  and  our  interview  lasted  about  20  minutes 
longer,  and  I  feel  positive  that  at  the  present  time  Mr.  Emery  understands  the 
situation  much  better  than  he  did  before,  and  he  is  now  convinced  that  no  one 
wanted  to  infringe  on  his  rights,  and  that  I  had  been  doing,  as  I  am  now, 
all  I  knew  how  to  help  the  situation. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Emery's  office  I  went  to  the  Capitol  and  received  a  brief 
report  from  my  labor  friends,  and  was  handed  the  following  written  statement 

Then  follows  the  written  statement,  and  then  you  go  on : 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful  in  keeping  a  lot  of  Members  away  from  the 
House;  that  they  only  met  with  one  severe  rebuff,  and  that  was  from  Mr. 
Hughes,  of  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district,  Gomper's  stool  pigeon  and  active 
supporter  in  this  Congress,  and  one  of  the  men  who  put  up  this  late  job  and 
sprung  the  surprise  that  we  are  now  fighting. 

These  two  gentlemen  stated  that  when  they  went  to  Mr.  Hughes's  office  he 
insulted  them. 

Now,  are  you  talking  about  the  same  two  gentlemen  all  the  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  about  Mr.  Gibson  and  Mr.  Ellsworth,  as 
near  as  I  can  remember  at  that  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  now  you  think  that  the  two  gentlemen  there 
referred  to  are  the  two  labor  workers,  Gibson  and  Ellsworth  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  were  not  Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  McMichael 
and  that  other  fellow? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  had  the  report  read  all  the  way  through  I 
might  answer,  but  the  way  it  has  been  read — but  if  you  wish  to  hold 
me  to  that  statement  I  will  say  that  those  men  were  around  and  got 
that  information  for  me 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  sure  Senator  Nelson  does  not  want  to  hold 
you  to  anything. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  for  you  to  hold  yourself  to  something. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  trying  to.  But  if  you  will  allow  me  to  read 
those  letters  in  full  and  not  pass  them  over  so  quick  I  will  do  just 
what  you  want  me  to. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  ask  you  to  do  anything. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Then  I  will  do  as  near  as  I  can 

Senator  Nelson.  No  ;  you  are  simply  to  answer  the  questions  of  the 
:ommittee. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this.  There  are  two  distinct  sub- 
jects referred  to  in  this  letter  and  two  distinct  classes  of  ^oxV.    Qr&fc. 
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was  this  work  that  these  labor  men  were  to  do  with  the  Democrats. 
The  other  is  this,  and  I  want  to  read  this  sentence : 

After  leaving  Mr.  Emery's  office  I  went  to  the  Capitol  and  received  a  brief 
report  from  my  labor  friends,  and  was  handed  the  following  written  statement. 

Now,  that  is  one  thing.  He  has  been  talking  about  them  and  after- 
wards talks  about  them.  This  says,  "And  was  handed  the  following 
written  statement."  And  then  follows  the  written  statement.  It 
does  not  say  it  was  handed  to  him  by  them.  That  written  statement, 
I  understood  him  to  say,  was  furnished 

Mr.  Mulhall  (interposing).  Through  Mr.  McDermott,  and  Mr. 
McMichael  handed  me  the  statement  coming  from  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  may  throw  a  little  light  on  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all  strange,  when  a  single 
paragraph  referring  to  two  men  is  picked  out  and  the  witness  is 
asked  about  it,  that  he  should  be  in  error  about  who  the  men  were 
unless  his  attention  is  called  to  the  entire  contents  of  this  exhibit. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3824  is  unimportant.  3825-3826  appears  to  be  a 
copy  of  the  statement  you  made  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wish  to  inquire  about  these  $80  items  in  No. 
3825-3826.    One  is  as  follows : 

June  11.  Paid  to  two  party  workers  to  do  campaign  work  in  the  second  New 
Jersey  district  and  gather  information  in  the  labor  unions,  for  salary  and 
expenses,  $80. 

Is  that  a  continuation  of  the  payment  to  Mr.  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was,  in  a  sense.  I  could  not  divide  that  money 
I  paid  to  Mr.  McDermott  here  at  different  times. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  pay  that  $80  to  Mr.  Feeney? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  both  instances? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  say  that  as  to  that  full  amount  at  that 
time,  but  part  of  that  money  would  go  to  Mr.  Feeney. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  not  Mr.  McDermott  a  Congressman  from 
Chicago  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  have  him  working  in  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  would  you  be  likely  to  pay  him  for  that 
work? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  struck  me  so  often  for  money  that  sometimes  I 
was  compelled  to  take  the  money  I  had  orders 

Senator  Nelson.  And  charge  it  up  to  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  would  not  charge  it  up  to  New  Jersey. 
Maybe  I  would  change  it  around,  different  times,  when  I  was  able 
to  do  so.  Let  me  say  that  it  was  positive  orders  that  I  should  put 
those  workers  on,  and  I  did  so  and  got  the  results,  and  Mr.  Gardner's 
vote  was  increased  by  2,000  at  the  election. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  this  money  was  some  of  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  what  Mr.  Gardner  says,  and  that  they 
gave  me  credit  for. 

Senator  Reed.  Helped  to  do  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  helped  to  do  it.  Well,  I  will  say  that  they 
went  after  Gardner  before,  and  they  took  2,000  votes  away  from 
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him.    This  time  they  put  4,000  votes  back,  2,000  more  than  he  ever 
got  before. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then,  to  whom  did  you  really  pay  these  two  $80 
items  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  money  was  paid  for  workers  in  the  second  New 
Jersey  district. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  whom  did  you  pay  the  $80? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  it  went  to  Feeney. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  went  to  Feeney  in  both  cases? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.     I  had  to  make  it  good  if  I  used  it  otherwise. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3827  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  we  leave  this  other  matter — now,  having 
paid  the  money  to  Feeney,  for  whom  did  you  pay  it  to  him,  if  for 
anybody  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  paid  it  to  Feeney  for  party  workers.  Feeney  had 
carte  blanche  to  go  ahead  and  do  work  in  the  district,  and  get  the 
Workers  in  there  any  way  he  could. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  paid  it  to  Feeney,  to  be  paid  to  workers  that 
he  had  sent  to  the  New  Jersey  district? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  he  not  live  in  the  district? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  he  lived  in  Philadelphia.  The  biggest 
part  of  the  work  that  was  done  in  the  second  New  Jersey  district 
was  done  by  workers  living  in  Philadelphia. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  worked  there  all  summer? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  working  there,  I  believe,  from  the  first  part 
of  January  until  the  close  of  the  campaign;  pretty  nearly  a  year. 

This  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird ;  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  are  referring  now  to  No.  3827? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  while  that  letter  is 
numbered,  there  is  no  number  appearing  in  the  printed  copy. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  number  will  you  give  it  on  the  printed 
copy? 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3827. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  it: 

Dear  Colonel  :  Your  letters  of  June  17th  have  been  duly  received,  and  I  am 
pleased  to  have  the  detailed  information  you  send  in  reference  to  the  Wash- 
ington matters. 

I  hope  that  they  will  soon  adjourn  and  get  out  of  the  way  and  permit  you 
to  leave  Washington  to  take  care  of  some  of  your  fieldwork.  However,  I  feel 
at  present  that  it  is  imperative  that  Washington  matters  be  given  first  con- 
sideration. 

My  understanding  from  your  correspondence  is  that  the  situation  is  still 
extremely  delicate  and  required  careful  handling. 

Mr.  Emery  was  with  us  yesterday  and  gave  us  a  great  deal  of  information 
on  the  subject  which  corroborates  your  letters  and  convinces  me  you  are 
working  in  harmony  with  him  and  his  office,  and  this  I  highly  appreciate. 

Senator  Beed.  I  just  call  attention  to  this.  Here  are  Mr.  Mulhall's 
reports  that  have  been  read.  Here  is  Mr.  Bird's  statement  that  Mr. 
Emery  has  been  in  there  and  that  he  personally  corroborates  those 
reports.  I  thought  it  was  important  that  we  should  call  attention  to 
that2  because  I  think  this  will  become  altogether  a  question  of  corrob- 
oration before  we  get  through. 
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Is  No.  3828  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  with  reference  to  that  letter,  did  you 
not  testify  a  while  ago  that  you  had  a  meeting  there  at  New  York 
and  refused  to  have  anything  more  to  do  with  Mr.  Emery,  and  re- 
fused to  take  orders  from  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  refused  to  do  any  more  strike  work;  yes.  I  was 
taking  orders  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  would  not  have  anything  more  to  do  with 
bim? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  no ;  Mr.  Kirby  came  over  to  Washington 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  remember  that  testimony.  Will  the 
stenographer  have  the  kindness  to  go  back  and  tell  us  what  that  testi- 
mony was. 

The  Chairman.  The  stenographer  who  took  that  part  of  the  testi- 
mony has  left  the  room.    We  will  send  for  him. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  next  letter,  No.  3828,  you  state : 

I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  make  a  long  report  to  you  concerning 
what  lias  taken  place  here  for  the  last  few  days,  as  it  has  been  fully  given  out 
by  the  press,  and  I  feel  confident  that  Mr.  Emery  has  been  in  touch  with  you, 
as  you  say  in  your  letter,  and  as  I  expect  to  be  in  New  York  on  Tuesday  morn- 
ing I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  making  a  full  and  detailed  report  to  you 
concerning  matters  here. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Are  you  reading  from  the  letter  I  have  got  in  my 
hand  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  am  reading  from  No.  3828.  I  do  not  know  what 
you  have  got  in  your  hand. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  got  No.  3828  in  my  hand.  This  is  a  letter 
I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird. 

The  Chairman.  You  say : 

I  wish  to  say,  though,  that  the  stiffest  fight  that  has  ever  been  put  up  by  the 
labor  unions  for  the  past  ten  years  has  been  going  on  here  for  the  past  two 
weeks,  and  Congress  closes  to-night  leaving  us  complete  victors  at  this  session 
of  Congress  upon  all  the  labor  measures  we  were  contending  for. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  letter  are  you  reading  from? 
The  Chairman.  The  same  letter  you  read  from.    (Continuing  read- 
ing): 

There  are  numerous  requests  for  field  work  from  the  whole  host  of  our 
friends  over  here,  so  I  expect  to  see  you  on  Tuesday  morning  to  talk  matters 
over  fully  with  you,  so  closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me,  as  ever. 
Faithfully,  yours. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  Senator  Nelson's  attention  to  the  fact  that  in 
the  letter  No.  3807,  which  is  found  on  sheet  No.  24NJ  of  the  galley 
proofs  furnished  to  us,  in  the  first  paragraph 

Senator  Nelson.  I  referred  to  Mr.  Mulhall's  testimony  in  response 
to  my  questions. 

Senator  Reed.  As  I  understood,  he  said  that  he  refused  to  take 
orders  from  this  man,  that  he  had  a  talk  over  there,  and  that  he  was 
telling  about  the  conversation  at  the  hotel 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  the  office. 

Senator  Reed.  At  the  hotel,  I  think  it  was — at  the  hotel  or  at  the 
office — and  that  then  they  had  this  talk,  and  afterwards  this  letter 
was  written,  and  he  went  on  working  then.    With  this  letter  here, 
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of  course  he  would  carry  out  the  terms  of  the  letter  unless  he  quit, 
and  the  first  paragraph  of  the  letter  reads: 

That  there  may  be  no  further  misunderstanding  or  controversy  with  respect 
to  the  instructions  you  shall  receive  or  from  whom  you  shall  receive  them,  I 
have  arranged  with  Mr.  Bird  to  assume  complete  and  absolute  charge  over  your 
movements  and  work  as  the  same  relates  to  association  matters,  and  after 
receipt  of  this  letter  you  wUl  therefore  please  report  to  and  receive  your 
instructions  from  him. 

That  was  a  letter  written  after  this  controversy. 
The  Chaibman.  And  in  the  third  paragraph  it  says : 

Of  course  I  do  not  mean  that  you  are  not  to  write  to  me,  for,  while  I  wish 
you  to  report  as  Mr.  Bird  shall  direct  you,  I  shall  be  pleased  to  hear  from  you 
occasionally. 

That  is  where  he  makes  a  complete  order,  telling  him  to  go  under 
the  direction  of  Bird  and  not  Emery. 

JMr.  Mulhall.  You  will  find  in  future  letters  that  Mr.  Bird  did 
direct  me,  whenever  he  wished  me  to,  to  report  to  Mr.  Emery. 

The  Chaibman.  The  third  paragraph  is  more  specific  than  the 
first  one. 

The  stenographer  who  took  the  previous  part  of  the  testimony  is 
here  now,  and  he  will  read  the  testimony. 

(The  stenographer  read  as  follows:) 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator  Reed,  I  would  like  to  explain  what  caused  that 
letter,  if  I  may  be  permitted. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  About  that  time,  or  before  I  got  that  letter,  I  was  called  to 
the  New  York  office,  and  in  the  president's  room  that  they  have  there,  or  in  the 
room  of  Mr.  Kirby,  I  was  given  at  least  a  two  hours'  interview,  or,  in  fact,  I 
was  brought  over  there  to  try  to  be  won  over  to  certain  matters  that  Mr. 
Kirby  felt  would  be  for  the  safety  of  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  What  organization? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  that  this  organization,  my  work,  and  the  field  work,  and 
everything  should  come  under  one  head — that  it  should  come  under  Mr. 
Emery's  head.  Mr.  Kirby  and  I  went  over  these  matters  for  a  long  period  of 
time  in  the  room  on  that  occasion,  and  we  did  not  agree  up  to  the  noon  hour. 
I  practically  told  Mr.  Kirby  that  before  I  would  do  that  I  would  quit  the 
service,  and  also  gave  Mr.  Kirby  flatly  to  understand  that  I  would  not  stand 
for  any  more  strike  work  or  going  into  any  more  strike-breaking  enterprises. 
Furthermore,  I  told  Mr.  Kirby  this  row  between  Mr.  Emery  and  I,  about  the 
thing  reported,  that  was  just  read  before  the  adjournment  at  noon  hour — I 
told  Mr.  Kirby  flatly  this:  That  I  would  not  go  home  and  look  my  wife  in  the 
face  and  take  orders  from  Mr.  Emery,  because  I  had  never  seen  a  more  sub- 
servient tool  to  people  of  that  stripe  in  my  life  than  what  Mr.  Emery  was. 
They  adjourned  about  noontime,  and  Mr.  Kirby  wanted  me  to  go  out  and  take 
dinner  with  him.  That  I  flatly  refused  to  do.  I  would  rather  eat  alone.  Then 
he  said  to  go  out  and  think  it  over,  "  and  we  will  meet  again  at  2  o'clock."  I 
went  out,  and  I  came  back  at  2  o'clock,  and  Mr.  Kirby  wanted  to  know  if  I 
had  changed  my  mind.  I  said  I  had  not ;  that  I  would  leave  the  service  before 
I  would  be  put  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Emery,  which  I  knew  he  would  not  be 
capable  of  doing 

Senator  Walsh.  Really,  Col.  Mulhall,  those  controversies  between  you  and 
those  gentlemen  are  not  important  here. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3828  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Bird  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  it  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says,  "  I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  (o  make 
a  long  report  to  you,"  and  so  forth. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  read  before. 

Senator  Reed.  3829-3830  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter,  is 
it  not? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

Our  labors  here  this  year  will  make  necessary  a  lot  of  field  work  in  the  very 
near  future,  which  I  exi>ect  to  start  out  on  next  Monday.  There  are  a  number 
of  our  friends  who  wish  me  to  go  to  help  out  Mr.  James  A.  Tawney,  of  the  first 
Minnesota  district,  and  there  are  quite  a  number  of  requests  for  us  to  help  Mr. 
Henry  S.  Boutell  (Chicago),  ninth  Illinois  district.  Also  some  of  the  leaders 
in  Congress  wish  us  to  help  Mr.  William  A.  Rodenberg  (East  St.  Louis), 
twenty-second  Illinois  district,  but  on  account  of  his  vote  on  last  Thursday,  in 
favor  of  the  labor  unions  on  the  Anti-Sherman  Act,  I  am  not  myself  inclined 
to  render  any  aid  to  this  gentleman.  I  am  seeing  some  of  the  leaders  here  to- 
day on  this  subject,  and  will  let  you  know  in  the  near  future  if  we  will  be 
forced  to  give  him  any  aid. 

If  I  go  to  East  St.  Louis  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you,  for  so 
many  things  have  occurred  here  this  winter  which  I  know  you  are  Interested 
in  that  1  would  like  very  much  to  talk  with  you  about  them 

Senator  Nelson.  I  believe  you  have  already  testified  that  Mr. 
Tawney  did  not  want  you  to  go  in  his  district? 

Mr.  IMulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3831  a  copy  of  a  letter  vou  wrote  to  Mr. 
Kirby  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  substance  of  that  is  given  in  the  other. 

Senator  Reed.  It  thanks  him  for  this  letter  of  credentials,  however. 
3822,  3833  is  an  original  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  says : 

Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Martin:  I  have  before  me  your  letter  of  June  25,  aud  I  am  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  learn  therefrom  that  you  have  again  succeeded  in  defeating 
our  enemies  in  Washington.  It  is  a  great  feather  in  your  cap  and  I  am  con- 
fident that  Mr.  Kirby  and  our  other  superiors  and  associates  give  you  the  credit 
that  is  due  you  for  this  great  victory. 

I  note  that  you  intend  to  go  out  in  the  field  now.  Of  course,  you  will  plan 
your  campaign  carefully,  and  you  know  the  inside  so  thoroughly  that  it  is 
hardly  necessary  for  me  to  make  any  suggestions,  but  considering  the  nearness 
to  one  of  the  men  you  mention  in  your  program  (Wm.  A.  Rodenberg,  of  Illinois), 
let  me  suggest  that  Mr.  Rodenberg  never  has  been  a  friend  of  ours,  and  has 
always  catered  to  the  labor  union  vote  in  his  district.  I  rather  like  Mr.  Roden- 
berg personally  and  I  do  not  believe  that  any  one  hut  a  labor  union  candidate 
could  be  elected  in  his  district.  The  chances  are  that  in  the  next  election,  the 
same  as  in  former  ones,  it  will  be  a  Democratic  union  man  against  a  Republican 
union  man.  There  are  no  more  decent  people  living  in  East  St.  Louis.  They 
have  all  moved  away.  It  is  a  bad  place  on  account  of  the  large  industries 
which  are  established  there,  such  as  the  American  Steel  Foundries,  the  Granite 
City  Iron  Works,  etc.,  all  employing  thousands  and  thousands  of  foreigners, 
many  of  them  Socialists.  Maybe  on  account  of  the  nearness  of  the  district  to 
me  it  looks  particularly  dark,  but  I  really  think  any  work  that  we  may  do  in 
East  St.  Louis  is  practically  wasted.    This  for  your  own  information. 

I  hope  to  see  you  in  the  near  future,  not  because  I  have  any  business  to 
transact,  but  because  I  have  not  come  in  jwrsonal  contact  with  you  for  some 
time.  I  expect  to  take  a  trip  to  Europe  this  summer.  Mrs.  Schwedtman  and 
I  are  going  to  sail  on  .the  14th  of  July.  As  I  said,  I  hope  to  see  you  before 
then,  either  here  or  East. 

Give  my  best  regards  to  Mrs.  Mulhall  and  if  there  is  anything  that  I  can  do 
for  you  or  for  her  while  I  am  in  Europe  I  will  be  glad  to  attend  to  it. 

With  very  best  wishes,  believe  me, 

Ever  faithfully,  yours,  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman. 

P.  S.— Our  treasurer  has  called  my  attention  several  times  to  the  fact  that 
check  which  I  sent  you  in  connection  with  bringing  Mr.  Sherman  and  others 
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out  here  is  still  placed  against  my  personal  account  because  there  is  no  report 
of  any  kind.  I  do  not  want  to  worry  you  about  this,  but  if  you  could  con- 
veniently make  a  financial  report  for  our  treasurer  I  would  personally  appre- 
ciate it. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3834  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedt- 
raan,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this : 

My  Dear  Ferdinand  :  You  will  find  an  itemized  statement  of  the  two  hundred 
and  fifty  you  sent  me  for  expenses  for  the  meeting  held  the  25th  of  last  April. 
The  reason  I  delayed  sending  in  the  account  right  after  my  return  to  Washing- 
ton was  that  I  did  not  get  a  decision  from  the  New  York  office  about  charging 
op  my  expenses  until  a  week  or  two  after  I  returned ;  then  an  immense  flood  of 
work  came  on  which  has  kept  me  going  ever  since. 

You  will  find  a  clipping  inclosed  which  gives  an  account  of  where  Mr.  Sher- 
man and  I  attended  the  Alvin  Theatre.  I  thought  it  might  be  interesting  infor- 
mation to  you ;  besides  you  will  also  find  a  check  for  $23.00  which  is  duo  your 
organization  from  me.  the  balance  I  had  on  hand.  I  thought  Jhere  was  a 
balance  due  me  from  that  trip,  so  that  is  one  reason  I  wns  slow  about  sending 
It.  Had  I  known  there  was  anything  owing  your  organization  I  would  have 
laid  other  matters  aside  to  be  more  prompt. 

Closing  with  very  best  wishes  and  hoping  to  hear  that  you  have  returned  to 
this  country  in  first-class  fighting  shape,  believe  me  as  ever  to  be, 
Faithfully,  yours, 


Address  170  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  was  the  Alvin  Theater? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  in  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  were  you  and  Mr.  Sherman  up  to  in  the 
theater  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  We  had  three  hours  to  lay  over  there,  and  the  Vice 
President  thought  the  best  way  to  kill  time  would  be  to  see 

Senator  Reed.  To  see  a  theater? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  see  a  show.  I  was  trying  to  think  of  the  name 
of  the  show.    It  was  a  very  interesting  one,  I  bow. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3835  an  original  letter  from  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

New  York,  June  29,  1910. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Sir:  In  accordance  with  telegraphic  instructions  of  June  28th  from 
Mr.  Kirby,  we  are  sending  you,  under  separate  cover,  twenty-five  copies  of  his 
article  "A  new  political  party." 

We  are  releasing  this  article  on  Sunday,  July  3rd,  in  the  newspapers  through- 
out the  country,  it  being  Mr.  Kirby's  wishes  that  the  material  be  given  as  much 
publicity  as  possible. 

The  procedure  we  are  following  in  other  cities  is  to  secure  from  prominent 
manufacturers,  business  men.  and  politicians  opinions  upon  Mri  Klrby's  article 
and  to  give  copies  of  these  opinions,  together  with  a  copy  of  the  article,  to  each 
morning  newspaper.  We  suggest  that  this  plan  be  followed  in  Baltimore. 
Yon  will  observe  that  Mr.  Kirby  does  not  advocate  the  formation  of  a  new 
party  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  He  simply  calls  attention 
to  existing  conditions  created  by  political  demagogues  a*nd  indicates  that  a  con- 
tinuance of  radicalism  in  Washington  will  undoubtedly  result  in  a  combined 
protest  which  may  create  a  new  party. 

Knowing  your  intimate  acquaintance  and  friendship  with  prominent  Balti- 
more men  we  are  sure  you  can  obtain  from  them  favorable  comments  which 
will  be  published  in  the  Baltimore  papers.  We  suggest  that  you  collect  your 
opinions  and  then  talk  over  the  whole  matter  with  some  bright  newspaper  man 
on  each  newspaper  so  that  he  can  prepare  the  story  and  give  it  to  \A^  O 
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editor.    We  ask  you  to  take  care  of  Baltimore  in  this  connection,  as  Mr.  Lewis 
is  away  giving  his  attention  to  other  cities. 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  P.  Bold. 

Is  No.  3836  a  copy  of  a  letter  received  from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  An  original  letter  from  Mr.  McMichael. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  the  same  Mr.  McMichael  who  made  the 
report  to  Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  position  did  he  occupy  in  the  House? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Chief  page  in  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  on  the  letterhead  of  James  T.  McDermott, 
fourth  Illinois  district,  and  reads  as  follows: 

Deab  Friend:  Yet  in  the  city  and  will  be  for  a  few  more  days,  as  I  do  not 
want  to  go  to  Philadelphia  and  stay  for  any  length  of  time  if  I  can  help. 

I  am  sending  you  under  another  cover  the  first  order  of  cookbooks  and  you 
can  see  what  they  look  like 

Now,  Colonel,  if  you  are  not  going  to  use  me  for  some  little  time  to  come  I 
would  be  more  than  willing  if  I  could  get  something  to  do  at  the  office  in  New 
York,  anything  just  so  I  could  make  living  expenses  and  get  my  mind  on  some 
kind  of  work.    It  will  help  to  pass  the  time  away. 
Trusting  I  will  hear  from  you  in  a  few  days,  with  best  wishes,  I  am, 
Respectfully, 

I.  H.  McMichael, 
222S  F  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  0. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  view  of  that  reference  to  cookbooks,  I  now 
read  the  letter  No.  3678 : 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers 

of  the  United  States  of  America, 

New  York,  April  21,  1910. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Aid. 

Dear  Colonel:  As  per  our  conversation,  kindly  call  at  the  Bureau  of  Stand- 
ards and  request  that  the  publications  of  that  bureau  relating  to  chemical 
matters  be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Charles  MindelefT,  Maurer,  N.  J.  I  mean,  of 
course,  the  publications  which  are  intended  for  free  distribution. 

If  you  can  get  copies  of  the  Agricultural  Department's  recent  publication, 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  cookbook,  I  wish  you  would  get  one  for  Mr.  Bird 
and  one  for  me. 

Geo.  S.  Boudinot,  Secretary. 

t  Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  a  cookbook  sent  to  almost  every  execu- 
tive member  of  the  organization,  and  friends. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  those  cookbooks  obtained  here  from  the 
department? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  they  were  obtained  here,  and  elegantly  bound, 
and  the  names  of  the  members  that  they  were  sent  to  printed  on  in 
gilt. 

The  Chairman.  Bound  in  morocco? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  "  the  members."  Do  you  mean  Members 
of  Congress  or  members  of  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers.    Most  every  director  of  that  association  got  a  book. 

The  Chairman.  Who  had  them  bound  in  morocco  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  it  was  through  Mr.  McDermott's 
efforts. 
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Senator  Reed.  Now  I  refer  again  to  No.  3836,  the  letter  to  Mr. 
McMichael  which  was  just  read,  and  I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

Now,  Colonel,  if  you  are  not  going  to  use  me  for  some  little  time  to  come  I 
would  be  more  than  willing  if  I  could  get  something  to  do  at  the  office  in  New 
York — anything  just  so  I  could  make  living  expenses  and  get  my  mind  on  some 
kind  of  work.    It  will  help  to  pass  the  time  away. 

When  he  says  "the  office  in  New  York,"  what  office  does  that 
refer  to? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
Senator  Reed.  This  letter  states: 

If  you  are  not  going  to  use  me  for  some  little  time  to  come. 

Had  you  been  using  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  say  that 

Senator  Reed.  Just  answer  the  question,  yes  or  no. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  is  dated  July  5,  1910.  I  wish  now  that 
you  would  tell  us  as  near  as  you  can  when  you  first  became  acquainted 
with  Mr.  McMichael,  and  I  want  you  to  proceed  slowly  enough  so 
that  you  may  get  these  facts  as  nearly  as  possible  in  their  chrono- 
logical order. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  first  got  acquainted  with  Mr.  McMichael,  as  near 
as  I  can  remember,  when  I  came  back  from  Mr.  McDermott's  dis- 
trict in  September. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  would  be  in  1909? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  1909.    I  was  introduced 

Senator  Reed.  Wait  one  moment.  You  had  been  out  in  Mr.  Mc- 
Permott's  district  in  the  campaign  of  1908? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  I  went  out  in  1909  to  find  out  what  the  situa- 
tion was  in  Mr.  McDermott's  district. 

Senator  Reed.  Up  to  that  time  had  you  known  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  met  Mr.  McDermott  when  I  extended  to  him 
an  invitation  to  attend  the  tariff  convention  that  was  held  in  Indian- 
apolis in  1909,  on  February  16, 17,  and  18. 

Senator  Reed.  In  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  think  that  was  the  first  time  you  became  ac- 
quainted with  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  first  time  I  met  him. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  met  Mr.  McDermott  on  this  first  occa- 
sion, when  you  went  to  him  to  invite  him  to  this  meeting;  did  jrou 
have  any  conversation  with  him  more  than  to  extend  the  invitation 
to  attend  the  meeting? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  Mr.  McDermott  inquired  who  was  at  the  head 
of  the  organization  that  was  getting  up  this  tariff-commission  bill, 
and  matters  of  that  kind,  and  when  I  told  him  who  was  at  the  head 
he  was  very 

Senator  Reed.  Who  did  you  tell  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  told  him  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Schwedtman 
and  the  leading  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time  when  you  told  this  to  Mr.  McDermott, 
state  as  near  as  you  can  what  he  said.  I  do  not  expect  you  to  give 
the  exact  words. 
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Senator  Walsh.  Senator  Reed,  there  is  a  letter  here  in  which  he 
practically  quotes  what  Mr.  McDermott  said. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  have  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  letter  is  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  A  letter  in  which  he  refers  to  the  interview  that 
he  had  with  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  a  letter  that  was  put  in  yesterday? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  that  is  the  letter  that  I  handed  you  yester- 
day, Senator  Reed ;  but  I  did  not  go  into  details  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  wait  until  we  get  the  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  While  we  are  waiting  for  that  letter  I  want  to 
ask  him  a  question  or  two.  You  say  you  were  out  in  Mr.  McDer- 
mott's  district? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  the  number  of  that  district? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  fourth  Illinois. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  part  of  the  city  of  Chicago  is  it  in? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  comprises  the  stockyards  and  that  section  of  the 
city. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  the  district  that  was  formerly  represented 
by  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  McDermott  is  a  Democrat,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  Mr.  McMichael  his  clerk  or  secretary? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McMichael  was  his  confidential  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  bring  that  out  in  detail. 

Senator  Nelson.  Very  well. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  you,  Senator,  but  it  is 
somewhat  mixed  up,  and  I  want  to  get  out  the  detail  and  not  con- 
clusions. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  Mr.  McDermott  a  young  man,  comparatively 
speaking? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  he  is  a  man  about  38  or  40  years 
of  age. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  do  any  work  for  Mr.  McDermott  in  that 
district  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  in  1912.  In  1912  I  sent  out  about  100  letters 
to  his  district. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  go  out  there  then,  yourself? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  Just  sent  letters  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  sent  about  100  letters  to  a  list  of  names  that 
he  gave  me  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Can  vou  not  refer  to  the  printed  letter,  Senator 
Reed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  printed,  yes — or  read  in;  I  have  forgotten 
which.    There  was  one  letter  that  was  read  in,  which  was  not  printed. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  in  September,  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  was  a  letter  that  Col.  Mulhall  handed 
to  me. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  it  was  a  letter  that  I  handed  to  you. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  the  letter  to  which  the  witness  refers.  But 
this  letter  refers  to  a  report. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  a  letter  to  John  Kirby  ! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  what  date  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  September  9,  I  think. 

Senator  Nelson.  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  must  be  wrong  about  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  said  September  9. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  I  thought  it  was  September  9. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  have  the.  letter  and  the  report.  Mr.  Mulhall. 
I  call  your  attention  to  that  report  of  January  28,  1909,  it  being 
2409-2412,  and  call  your  attention  particularly  to  this  language  in 
that  report : 

After  leaving  Mr.  Lovering's  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  James  T. 
McPermott.  of  the  fourth  Illinois  district.  I  found  Mr.  McDermott  one  of  the 
roughest  and  most  uncouth  politicians  that  I  have  run  across  yet  in  Congress. 
When  I  told  him  of  my  mission  he  got  even  insulting  in  the  way  of  using  cuss 
words  and  roundly  abusing  the  President  elect,  Mr.  Taft.  He  commenced  the 
interview  by  wanting  to  know  if  I  had  read  Mr.  Rainey's  address  in  the  House 
on  Tuesday.  I  told  him  that  I  had,  but  that  I  had  seen  that  Mr.  Rniney  had 
been  strongly  contradicted  in  the  House  on  yesterday  and  again  to-day;  and 
he  flew  into  a  tirade  against  the  Republican  Party  and  its  leaders  and  at- 
tempted to  get  abusive  against  the  "  gang,"  as  he  stated,  that  was  getting  up 
this  tariff  committee  convention.  He  said  that  he  knew  that  It  was  this 
Van  Cleave  crowd  of  agitators  that  was  always  fighting  the  labor  unions.  I 
handed  Mr.  McDermott  my  card  and  told  him  that  I  was  one  of  the  Van 
Cleave  crowd  and  very  proud  of  it — that  the  gentleman  he  was  talking  about 
I  have  known  for  years — and  I  told  Mr.  McDermott  that  I  was  certainly  sure 
that  he  did  not  know  the  man  he  was  talking  of. 

My  interview  with  Mr.  McDermott  was  not  altogether  disagreeable  before  it 
was  closed,  but  I  wish  to  close  my  statement  here  by  saying  that  it  would 
afford  me  the  greatest  pleasure  on  earth  to  see  this  fellow  get  his  just  deserts 
in  his  own  home  district  if  the  opportunity  ever  arises. 

Mr.  McDermott  is  certainly  very  forcibly  against  a  tariff  commission  bill. 

I  want  now  to  ask  you,  what  was  the  object  of  your  call  on  Mr, 
McDermott  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  instructions  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  the  sec- 
retary to  the  president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufactur- 
ers, to  make  a  complete  canvass  of  the  House  and  see  as  many  Sena- 
tors as  I  possibly  could. 

Senator  Reed.  On  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  find  out  their  views  on  the  tariff  commission 
bill. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  was  the  bill  that,  at  that  time,  this 
organization  was  endeavoring  to  promote? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  In  your  letter  of  September  16,  1909,  you  state : 

Mr.  McDermott,  as  I  wrote  in  some  of  my  reports  some  time  ago,  made  the 
statement  in  Washington  that  anything  the  Van  Cleave  crowd  wanted  he  was 
against:  so  by  retiring  Mr  McDermott  to  private  life  again  I  believe  It  will  be 
a  great  victory  for  our  association. 

That  letter  was  written  on  the  16th  day  of  September,  1909.  There 
was  no  campaign  that  year? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  the  campaign  was  the  next  jear — 1910. 

Senator  Reed.  I  take  it  from  this  report  and  this  letter  that,  when 
you  left  Mr.  McDermott  after  your  talk  with  him  in  January,  and 
up  to  the  month  of  September,  you  still  felt  that  Mr.  McDermott  waa 
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an  enemy  of  the  legislation  that  your  association  was  interested  in, 
and  you  wanted  to  see  him  defeated  for  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  sort  of  had  him  on  a  private  blacklist  of  your 
own? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did ;  because,  as  I  stated  in  my  letter,  he  used  the 
most  insulting  language  I  have  ever  heard  a  man  use  in  my  life. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  now  to  know  whether,  prior  to  this  letter  of 
September  16, 1909,  you  had  become  acquainted  with  Mr.  McMichael?, 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  about  that  time  when  I  returned  from  Chi- 
cago, as  I  stated  a  short  time  ago,  I  became  acquainted  with  Mr. 
McMichael. 

Senator  Reed.  How  did  you  become  acquainted  with  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  introduced  to  him.  I  was  up  seeking  to  get 
some  books  from  certain  Members.  I  met  Harry  barker,  the  mes- 
senger of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  I  told  Mr.  Parker 
what  I  was  seeking.  He  called  out  Mr.  McMichael.  He  went  to  the 
cloakroom  of  the  House  and  called  Mr.  McMichael  out  and  intro- 
duced him  to  me,  stating  that  Mr.  McMichael  was  well  posted  on 
those  matters  and  he  could  accommodate  me  if  he  wished  to  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  a  talk  with  Mr.  McMichael  on  that 
occasion? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  talk  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  nature  of  the  talk  was  that  I  would  like  to 
have  somebody  around  that  could  run  messages  for  me  and  procure 
documents  if  I  wanted  them — bills  and  such  like  as  that— and  I 
would  use  him  in  any  way  I  possibly  could  while  doing  errands  in 
the  House — taking  in  my  card  and  such  like  as  that — if  I  could 
reach  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  at  that  time  make  any  statement  to  you,  or 
did  you  at  that  time  inquire  from  him  whether  or  not  he  had  been 
employed  any  considerable  length  of  time  in  the  House  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  told  me  he  had  been  employed,  I  guess,  about 
16  years  at  that  time  as  chief  page  of  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  get  the  documents,  books,  papers,  or  what- 
ever it  was,  you  wanted  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  pay  him  anything  for  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  just  at  that  time.  A  few  days  later  I  called 
on  Mr.  McMichael  and  gave  him  $50. 

Senator  Reed.  "What  did  you  call  on  him  for? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  more  documents,  and  had  a  better  understand- 
ing with  him  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  nature  of  that  understanding? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  understanding  was  that  he  would  pick  up 
information  or  anything  I  needed  in  relation  to  what  would  be  going 
on  around  the  House  in  relation  to  bills. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  or  not  at  that  time  explain  to  him  what 
particular  legislation  you  were  interested  in? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  He  knew  I  was  a  member  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  for  the  $50  I  gave  him,  I  told  him 
where  it  came  from. 
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Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  him  what  bills  you  were  interested  in? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wanted  to  put  him  in  touch  with  Mr.  Emery's 
office.  Mr.  Emery  at  that  time  took  a  lot  of  my  time  calling  on  me 
for  certain  documents  and  labor  bills  and  measures  of  that  kind  that 
would  be  before  the  House  and  Senate,  and  I  wanted  to  try  and  get 
relieved  of  that  work,  and  that  was  my  object  in  explaining  to  Mr. 
McMichael  the  nature  of  the  work  I  wanted  him  to  do. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  him  you  were  against  eight-hour 
bills 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  class  legislation,  as  I  named  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Class  legislation? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  gave  Mr.  McMichael  this  $50,  what,  if 
anything,  was  said  between  you?  I  want  the  substance  of  your 
conversation ;  I  do  not  expect  you  to  recollect  the  words. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  he  told  me  he  had  a 
slight  objection  at  that  time  about  going  into  the  service;  that  is, 
definitely.  He  told  me  he  was  Mr.  McDermott's  confidential  secre- 
tary as  well  as  chief  page  of  the  House,  and  I  became  a  little  bit- 
suspicious  of  him  when  he  explained  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Suspicious  of  him  because  of  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Because  of  his  connection  with  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  say  to  Mr.  McMichael  about  tjiat,  if 
anything? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  I  stated  to  him  the 
incident  which  took  place  in  January  when  I  went  to  Mr.  McDer- 
mott's office  to  invite  him  out  to  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  stop  there  a  moment  to  ask  why  you  had 
gone  to  Mr.  McDermott's  office;  why  you  had  picked  him  out  as  one 
man  to  be  invited  to  Indianapolis,  to  this  great  event  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  go  to  him  any  more  so  than  to  any  other 
Member  of  the  House.  I  made  a  complete  canvass  of  the  House, 
and  invited  everybody  that  wished  to  attend,  because  I  was  in- 
structed not  only  to  get  as  near  as  I  could  as  to  how  those  people 
stood  as  to  a  tariff  commission,  but  also,  when  I  was  making  this 
tour,  how  they  would  stand  as  to  class  legislation,  if  they  were 
willing  to  give  the  information. 

Senator  Reed.  Please  just  answer  my  question.  Please  let  us 
keep  on  one  track  and  not  go  outside. 

You  went  to  Mr.  McDermott,  then,  and  invited  him  out  there,  and 
had  this  conversation  which  you  regarded  as  abusive,  and  when  Mr. 
McMichael  told  you  he  was  working  for  Mr.  McDermott  that 
created  some  suspicion  in  your  mind  toward  Mr.  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  did  you  and  Mr.  McMichael  then  have  any 
talk  about  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  him  what  Mr.  McDermott  had  done? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  when  you  told  him  that,  what  did  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael say  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  said  that  I  must  have  misunderstood  him;  that 
he  was  a  good  fellow,  a  rough  jewel. 

Senator  Reed.  A  rough  jewel? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  he  had  not  got  into  the  ways  of  the 
Capital  yet,  and  after  he  had  been  here  a  couple  of  terms  may  be  he 
would  be  more  cultured,  if  I  can  remember  the  conversation  right* 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  say  that  in  substance? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  that  was  the  substance,  as  near  as  I  can 
remember.  And  I  told  him  also  at  that  time  about  my  mission  out 
to  Chicago,  and  the  success  I  had  had. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  that  mission  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  to  go  through  Mr.  McDermott's  district 
and  see  some  of  the  leaders  in  his  district.  There  was  Mr.  Rainey, 
and  his  brother,  Mr.  Rainey  being  the  candidate  the  next  year 

Senator  Reed.  When  had  you  been  out  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  September.     The  report  shows  that. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were  down  through  Mr.  McDermott's  district 
in  September  of  1909? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  what  were  you  doing  there  in  September, 
1909? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Getting  a  line  on  the  condition  of  the  district,  to 
see  if  we  could  put  up  a  successful  fight  against  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  So  you  told  Mr.  McMichael  that  you  had  been  out 
to  Mr.  McDermott's  district  to  find  out  whether  the  ground  was  a 
good  ground  to  put  up  a  fight  against  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  While  you  were  out  there  did  you  inquire  as  to  the 
manufactures  and  industries  that  were  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.    I  told  him  it  was  quite  a  large  manufac- 
turing district;  that  there  were  some  big  plants  there. 
.     Senator  Reed.  Did  you  intimate  to  Mr.  McMichael  in  this  conver- 
sation that  you  were  still  of  the  opinion  that  Mr.  McDermott  was  a 
man  who  ought  to  be  beaten  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  Mr.  McMichael  say  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  time  he  stated  he  was  a  rough  jewel  and 
that  he  was  a  better  fellow  than  I  thought  he  was;  that  he  was  rough, 
but  after  he  was  here  a  couple  of  years  in  Congress  he  would  become 
more  cultured. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  gave  Mr.  McMichael  $50  and  he  took  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  About  the  end  of  that  interview,  I  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  when  did  vou  see  Mr.  McMichael  next  after 
that;  about  how  long  after  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  then  arranged  with  Mr.  McMichael  so  that  he 
would  be  in  touch  with  Mr.  Emery's  office,  as  near  as  I  can  remember, 
at  that  time,  by  telephone  every  day;  that  is,  that  Mr.  Emery  or  his 
clerk  would  call  him  up  and  any  bills  or  anything  that  Mr.  Emery 
would  want — the  Congressional  Directory  or  anything  like  that — he 
would  get  it  and  have  it  sent  to  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  make  a  statement  to  him  at  that  time  about 
continuing  to  pay  him  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  I  told  him  from  that  time  on  he  would  get  $50 
a  month  while  Congress  would  be  in  session. 

Mr.  McCarter.  May  I  ask  if  that  was  in  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  in  1909 ;  upon  my  return  from  Chi- 
cago. 
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Senator  Reed.  From  that  time  on  when  Congress  was  in  session  did 
Mr.  McMichael  get  his  $50  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  he  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  any  further  conversation  with  Mr. 
McMichael  in  regard  to  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  at  that  interview,  as  I  stated,  he  wanted  to 
bring  Mr.  McDermott  and  myself  together. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  the  interview  when  you  paid  him  the  $50? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  thought  he  could  bring  you  together  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  bring  you  together  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  We  had  a  little  supper,  if  I  am  not  mistaken, 
or  a  little  meal  of  some  kind.  No;  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  whether  it 
was  just  at  that  time  or  not  that  he  brought  us  together. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  when  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  the  first  time  I  met  Mr.  McDermott  out- 
side of  his  room  was  when  he  came  here  for  the  winter  session. 

Senator  Reed.  Outside  of  his  room,  the  first  time  you  told  about  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  came  here  for  the  winter  session  in  1909? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  would  be  in  December? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  meet  Mr.  McDermott  at  some  time  during 
that  winter  session? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  met  him  frequently  during  that  winter 
session. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  you  to  tell  us,  now,  if  you  did  become  on 
intimate  terms  with  him,  now  that  was  brought  about? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  met  Mr.  McMichael  and  Mr.  McDermott  in  Fritz 
Reuter's  Hotel,  on  Four  -  and  -  a  -  half  Street  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue.  I  set  up  a  little  lunch,  and  we  had  a  kind  of  a  pleasant 
talk,  and  I  stated  to  Mr.  McDermott  at  that  time  about  being  in  his 
district,  and  whom  I  met  out  there;  and  I  told  him  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael's  statement  to  me  of  his  not  being  such  a  bad  fellow,  and 
that  he  thought  I  would  be  able  to  do  business  with  him. 

Senator  Reed.  What  else  took  place  at  that  conversation,  as  near 
as  you  can  give  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  from  that  time  on  I  had  frequent  inter- 
views with  Mr.  McDermott  upon  matters  pertaining  to  labor  bills 
and  things  of  that  kind — and  I  am  trying  to  think  of  the  date, 
Senator;  I  am  not  sure  of  my  dates,  but  I  am  pretty  near  sure  that 
I  am  right.  If  I  could  see  some  more  letters  I  think  I  could  go 
along  a  Tittle  bit  better. 

Senator  Reed.  I  simply  want  to  get  this  far  at  this  time.  You 
say  you  did  establish  friendly  relations  with  Mr.  McDermott,  and  you 
also  had  Mr.  McMichael  in  your  employ,  or  in  the  employ  of  this 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  those  relations  continued  for  some  time,  did 
they? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  they  continued  right  up  until  the  18th  of 
April,  1912. 
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Senator  Nelson.  May  I  ask  one  question  there  If 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  succeed  in  getting  Mr.  McDermott  into 
your  way  of  thinking  about  this  legislation? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  did  you  do  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  told  him  I  was  out  in  his  district,  and  I  told 
him — we  had  a  talk  about  his  insulting  me  when  I  went  to  his  office, 
and  the  language  he  used  toward  our  organization,  and  he  laughed 
quite  heartily  over  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  at  any  time  give  him  any  funds? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  have  the  chance  to  give  it;  he  generally 
took  it,  or  he  always  borrowed.  He  did  not  say  to  give  it,  he  kept 
borrowing. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  he  kept  borrowing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  with  one  exception,  I  believe. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  did  he  first  borrow  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  in  my  second  interview. 

Senator  Nelson.  Excuse  me  for  breaking  in,  Senator  Reed.  Go 
ahead  with  your  examination. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  this  will  be  brought  out,  probably 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  letters  here  will  bring  all  that  out.  I 
do  not  want  to  be  sure  of  my  dates  or  positive  about  my  dates. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  already  handed  you  a  letter  that  Mr. 
McMichael  wrote  you  on  the  5th  day  of  July,  1910,  in  which  he  said 
that  he  was  sending,  under  another  cover,  the  first  order  for  cook- 
books, and  so  forth,  and  suggested  going  down  and  working  in  the 
New  York  office  during  the  summer. 

Now,  I  hand  you  No.  3837,  addressed  to  John  Kirby,  and  ask  you 
what  that  is? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Kirby. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  have  to  take  a  recess  for  a 
few  moments,  as  there  is  a  roll  call. 

(At  4.35  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  retired  from  the  room.) 

(At  4.45  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  resumed  its  session.) 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3837  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Kirbv? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  part  of  this  letter: 

After  Congress  adjourned  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Bird,  in  this  city, 
and  since  that  time  I  have  visited  two  districts  in  New  York  State,  and  the 
balance  of  the  time  I  have  been  going  to  the  Gardner  and  Hughes  districts. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  letter  is  this? 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3837. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  you  through  with  the  other  examination? 

Senator  Reed.  I  had  brought  it  to  a  point  where  I  thought  the 
letter  would  properly  come  in. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wanted  to  examine  him  when  you  got  through 
with  him. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  through  on  this  question. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  said  you  began  paying  McMichael  $60  a 
month  in  1909,  did  you  not? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  about  what  time  in  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  \Vithout  seeing  letters  and  the  notes,  I  would  not 
be  positive  of  the  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  kept  on  until  some  time  in  1912  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  kept  on  until  the  last  day  of  December, 
1911. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  paid  him  $50  a  month  right  along? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  only  when  Congress — for  the  last  year  he  was 
kept  along  straight,  I  think,  payment  for  the  full  year ;  but  previous 
to  that  he  only  got  paid  when  Congress  was  in  session. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  the  last  year  he  was  paid  an  annual  salary? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  paid  a  monthly  salary. 

Senator  Nelson.  Monthly,  every  month? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  render  to  the  association  an  account  of 
those  payments  you  made  to  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  drew  his  checks 

Senator  Nelson.  Answer  my  question.  Did  you  render  an  account 
to  the  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  pay  him  the  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  I  think  the  witness  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
say  how  it  was  paid. 

Senator  Nelson.  Go  ahead. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  drew  a  check  of  $100  a  month,  and 
there  was  $20  went  to  Mr.  Harry  Parker,  and  $30  to  Mr.  Henry 
Neal,  and  $50  to  Mr.  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  was  that  check  drawn — to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  drawn  to  me,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  cashed  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  cashed  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  distributed  the  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  there  more  than  one  such  check  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  there  were  checks  running,  I  believe,  all  the' 
time  I  was  dealing  with  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  the  rate  of  $60  a  month? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Up  to  the  end  of  1911  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  There  were  some — the  last  payment,  I  think, 
Senator,  came  from  the  New  York  office.  There  was  a  couple  of  pay- 
ments that  he  was  short  of  and  he  wrote  to  me  about  it  and  I  wrote 
to  Mr.  Bird  about  it,  and  I  think  they  were  cleared  up.  If  I  am  not 
mistaken,  my  last  account  with  that  organization  will  show  that  the 
last  month  or  two  months  I  paid  Mr.  McMichael  from  the  New  York 
office. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  you  paid  it  and  put  it  into  your  account? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  1911? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  have  stated  about  the  meeting  you  had  with 
Mr.  McDermott.   When  did  you  first  come  in  touch  with  him  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  came  in  touch  with  Mr.  McDermott 

Senator  Nelson.  Directly? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  January — in  the  fore  part  of  January — when  I 
invited  him  to  the  tariff  commission  convention. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  that  time  you  were  rather  unfavorable  to  Mc- 
Dermott ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  sort  of  blacklisted  him,  as  if  he  ought  to  be 
Leaten,  because  he  was  unfriendly  to  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  unfriendly,  altogether,  but  on  account  of  the 
language  he  used  then,  in  which  he  showed  he  was  very  bitter  against 
the  association. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  your  first  reconnoissance  out  in  that  district 
was  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  As  I  understood  you,  afterwards,  in  1910,  you 
supported  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Worked  for  him  in  that  district? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Writing  letters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  also  in  1912? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  went  to  his  district  in  1912  myself  again. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  worked  for  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  brought  about  the  change  of  heart,  so  that 
instead  of  having  him  blacklisted  as  in  1909,  you  went  out  there  into 
his  district  in  1910  and  worked  for  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  McMichael,  when  McMichael 
convinced  me,  or  introduced  me  to  Mr.  McDermott,  and  we  had  sev- 
eral meetings  at  Fritz  Renter's  Hotel,  I  should  say  twice  a  week  on 
an  average. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  Mr.  McMichael,  then,  who  converted  you 
to  the  idea  of  working  for  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  McMichael  that  induced  me  to  send  those 
letters  out  to  McDermott's  district ;  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  at  any  time  furnish  McDermott  with 
money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  said,  he  frequently  borrowed. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  he  pay  it  back  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  any  idea  how  much  he  borrowed  of 
you,  from  first  to  last? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  hardly  tell  just  now,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  As  nearly  as  vou  can? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  tell.  My  mind  would  not  be  clear  on 
that  subject. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  loan  him  money  in  1910  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Neubon.  In  1911? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  1912  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  collected  a  good  lot  of  money  for  him  in 
1912  from  the  manufacturers  of  Chicago. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  paid  it  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  every  cent  of  it,  with  the  exception  of  the 
McCormick  check  of  $250,  which  he  told  me 

Senator  Nelson.  How  much  did  you  collect  and  pay  over  to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  About  $750. 

Senator  Nelson.  $750? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  then  the  McCormick  check  besides? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  came  you  to  have  such  confidence  in  Mr. 
McDermott?  Was  it  simply  because  of  what  McMichael  had  told 
you  about  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Because  of  my  frequent  meetings  with  McDermott. 
his  subserviency  to  anything  I  wanted,  his  instructions  to  McMichael 
to  take  orders  from  me,  his  getting  for  me  a  room  in  the  basement 
of  the  Capitol,  and  even  going  so  far  as  to  tell  his  private  secretary 
to  turn  over  Mr.  Gompers^s  private  letters  to  me,  or  any  information 
that  he  would  get  from  the  labor  organizations,  his  furnishing  me 
with  all  labor  documents  for  the  use  of  the  Washington  office,  or  any 
other  office  that  wanted  those  documents. 

.  Senator  Nelson.  And  the  consideration  for  all  this  was  the  loans 
you  made  him  from  time  to  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  suppose  so.    He  looked  at  it  in  that  way. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  look  at  it  in  that  way  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  guess  that  is  all  at  this  point. 

Senator  Reed.  I  was  reading  from  No.  3837 

Senator  Nelson.  Excuse  me  for  breaking  in  on  you. 

Senator  Reed.  I  meant  to  go  into  all  these  matters  as  we  went 
along,  but  we  might  just  as  well  do  it  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

{Senator  Reed  read  in  full  No.  3837.) 
*  Is  No.  3838  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  dated  July  9, 1910. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  in  the  printed  list? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  that  is  printed. 

My  Deab  Bird:  I  wrote  you  on  the  7th  iustant,  and  that  same  evening  I 
was  called  to  Philadelphia  by  telegram,  and  have  been  on  the  go  in  the  smaU 
towns  of  this  district  since  then.  I  have  learned  lately  that  Gompers  Is  getting 
very  active  in  this  district,  and  will  put  up  a  strong  fight  against  Gardner. 
There  was  a  meeting  in  Philadelphia  of  a  lot  of  labor  chiefs  on  Thursday 
evening,  and  I  went  there  to  find  out  what  was  going  on.  I  returned  yesterday 
morning  and  have  visited  several  small  towns  since  then. 

What  was  it  took  you  to  Philadelphia? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  consult  with  Mr.  Feeney  and  other  workers 
that  we  had  there. 

Senator  Reed.  I  continue  reading  from  this  letter : 

I  expect  to  leave  here  for  Baltimore  to-morrow  night  and  would  like  to  take 
very  much  two  weeks  at  home,  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  I  need  the  care  of  a 
dentist  very  much,  for  my  teeth  have  been  troubling  me  all  spring,  and  up  to 
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the  present  time  I  have  not  had  a  chance  to  attend  to  them.  I  will  write  yon 
again  on  Monday  from  Baltimore,  if  I  am  there,  and  will  try  to  run  over  to 
New  York  next  week,  if  you  wish  itf  so,  closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe 
me,  as  ever 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

P.  S. — I  am  informed  that  Judge  Win.  M.  Runyon  will  oppose  Charles  N. 
Fowler  in  your  district.    Let  me  know  how  you  stand  upon  this  matter. 

Is  3839,  3840  an  original  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr. 
Emery  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  That  should  be  read : 

My  Dear  Martin  :  *  *  *  I  am  very  glad,  indeed,  to  get  yours  of  the  0th 
instant,  as  I  feared  I  should  not  have  a  word  from  you  before  sailing. 

In  your  letter  I  can  see  you  have  the  reins  well  in  hand.  Now,  as  to  names, 
you  will,  of  course,  remember  if  you  get  into  Illinois  at  all,  Frederick  Job,  of 
the  Employers'  Association,  Marquette  Building,  Chicago,  or  Thomas  Connell, 
secretary  of  the  Chicago  Lumbermen's  Association,  who  will  make  suggestions 
or  lend  you  any  assistance  they  can. 

If  you  should  get  into  the  Peoria  district,  you  will  find  Mr.  Gerald  B.  Franks, 
of  the  Franks  Printing  Company,  the  leader  of  a  very  influencial  group  of  men 
in  that  section. 

Mr.  Bird  will  have  a  list  here  of  names  in  Minnesota.  As  to  New  Jersey,  I 
think  you  should  be  in  touch  with  the  president  and  secretary  of  the  New 
Jersey  Manufacturers'  Association  and  of  the  New  Jersey  Builders'  Exchanges. 
The  latter  is  a  strong  organization  with  some  1,600  members.  If  Mr.  Bird  has 
not  complete  information  here  with  respect  to  them,  let  me  suggest  that  on  your 
first  trip  to  New  York  you  make  an  engagement  with  Mr.  Walter  Drew,  com- 
missioner of  the  National  Erectors'  Association.  Builders'  Exchange  Building, 
27  East  33rd  Street.  He  has  been  in  New  Jersey  with  me  several  times  and 
can  give  you  personal  letters  to  a  number  of  men  we  have  met,  as  he  has  kept 
up  the  connection  closely  and  should  be  able  to  fill  in  any  gap  that  may  be 
vacant  in  Mr.  Bird's  information.  I  know  Mr.  Drew  will  be  glad  to  assist  you 
in  any  way  merely  by  mentioning  my  name,  as  I  will  see  him  before  leaving 
here.  Try  to  drop  a  line  to  him  before  coming  to  New  York,  as  he  goes  away 
on  trips  now  and  then,  and  I  would  not  want  you  to  miss  him. 

I  left  Washington  on  a  hurried  western  trip  that  took  me  as  far  west  as 
Chicago  and  St.  Paul  and  did  not  get  back  into  Washington  until  the  7th.  I 
found  neither  Neal  nor  Harry  at  the  Capitol,  but  I  know  you  will  be  able  to 
locate  them,  so  inclose  herewith  my  check  for  $50,  from  which  you  can  give 
them  $25  each. 

The  Chairman.  Who  were  Neal  and  Harry? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  two  messengers  I  spoke  about,  Harry  Parker 
and  Henry  Neal. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  rest  of  this  letter  reads : 

Mr.  Schwedtman  and  I  have  a  very  busy  time  ahead  of  us,  but  we  shall  not 
be  too  busy,  I  know.  Will  drop  a  line  to  you  now  and  then,  and  I  hope  we 
shall  have  one  from  you  letting  us  know  the  progress  of  good  work.  You  can 
address  me  %  American  Express,  55  Charlotten  Str.,  Berlin,  Germany,  until 
August  15.    After  that,  %  American  Express,  6  Hay  market,  London,  England. 

By  the  way,  I  caused  5,000  copies  of  the  fiual  debate  over  the  Hughes  amend- 
ment to  be  printed  complete  in  pamphlet  form ;  3,000  of  these  will  be  ready  for 
mailing  under  Malby's  frank,  and  will  be  at  the  New  York  office,  where  they 
can  be  used  to  advantage  in  connection  with  your  New  Jersey  campaign. 

With  the  best  of  good  wishes  to  you  and  yours,  believe  me, 
Very  truly,  yours, 

James  A.  Emebt. 

I  want  to  ask  you,  Colonel,  what  the  National  Erectors'  Associa- 
tion is? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  National  Erectors'  is  the  organization  that 
puts  up  the  iron  interior  work  of  all  buildings  and  bridges 

Senator  Walsh.  Doing  structural  iron  work  f 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  is  the  word  I  wanted  to  use. 

Senator  Nelson.  Does  it  mean  the  laborers 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  sir ;  the  employers. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  this  association  that  was  fighting  the 
dynamiters  that  they  tried  at  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  relationship  did  that  association  bear,  so 
far  as  you  know,  to  this  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  an  auxiliary  organization,  and  one  of  the 
members  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense — that 
paper  organization. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  you  say  it  is  one  of  the  constituent  mem- 
bers of  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  one  other  question.  Who  is  the  Malby 
referred  to? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  Congressman  Malby,  of  the  Twenty- 
eighth  New  York  district,  I  believe,  the  Oswego  district 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  issuance  of 
these  circulars,  other  than  what  this  letter  tells? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  went  to  the  New  York  office  and  was  informed 
that  they  were  all  sent  out  to  the  manufacturers  of  these  districts, 
of  the  New  Jersey  district  that  they  wanted  campaign  work  done  in. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  after  the 
words  "My  dear  Martin,"  in  this  letter,  there  are  three  asterisks 
printed,  and  also  after  the  words  "  $25  each  "  there  are  three  aster- 
isks. They  have  been  used  heretofore  to  indicate  an  imperfect  letter 
or  an  omission.  This  letter  is  exactly  as  printed,  and  there  are  no 
omissions,  and  these  asterisks  should  be  stricken  out  of  the  printed 
copy.    They  are  misleading  here. 

This  letter  reads : 

I  left  Washington  on  a  hurried  western  trip  that  took  me  as  far  west  as 
Chicago  and  St.  Paul,  and  did  not  get  back  into  Washington  until  the  7th.  I 
found  neither  Neal  nor  Harry  at  the  Capitol,  but  I  know  you  will  be  able  to 
locate  them,  so  inclose  herewith  my  check  for  $50,  from  which  you  can  give 
them  $25  each. 

Had  you  told  Mr.  Emery,  prior  to  this  time,  of  the  arrangement 
that  had  been  made  with  Neal  and  Harry  for  payment? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  allowed,  on  any  occasion  while  doing 
lobby  work  here  in  Washington,  to  assume  any  responsibility  myself 
without  consulting  with  Mr.  Emory. 

Senator  Reed.  Had  you  told  him  about  it?    That  is  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  did. 

Senator  Reed.  So  he  knew  who  Neal  and  Harry  were? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  manifest  from  his  letter.  I  just 
wanted  that  to  go  in,  however. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  report  to  Emery  your  transactions  with 
McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  fully. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  loans  you  made? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  The  letters  will  all  explain  that  I  guess  you 
will  find  that  they  will  be  just  as  positive  as  this. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Neal  and  JParker  report  to  Emery  as  well  as 
to  you  I 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  Emery  frequently  called  Parker  on  the 
phone,  because  we  were  getting  the  aocuments  from  him  before  we 
commenced  to  get  them  from  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  money  you  advanced  to  McDermott,  was 
that  your  own  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  my  own  money,  or  else  I  would  have  to  make 
it  good.    If  I  used  any  other  moneys  I  would  have  to  make  it  good. 

Senator  Reed.  The  Manufacturers1  Association  made  it  good  to 
you,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  put  it  in  as  expenses — incidental  expenses — 
as  you  will  see,  at  the  close  of  my  account.  I  generally  put  in  mat- 
ters of  that  kind  in  that  way. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  put  that  into  your  account,  about  McDer- 
mott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3841  is  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  this  letter  as  follows: 

My  Peau  Colon fl:  I  have  your  esteemed  favor  of  the  9th  Inst,  from  Atlantic 
City,  nml  am  glad  to  hnve  n  word  from  you  nud  to  know  that  you  are  In  the 
land  of  the  living. 

I  have  no  doubt  but  that  your  strenuous  fight  over  the  Hughes  amendment 
pretty  well  tuckered  you  out,  but  it  was  a  good  fight,  and  I  congratulate  you 
upon  the  result. 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President 

Is  No.  3842  another  original  letter  from  Mr.  Bird? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  is  dated  July  13,  1910,  at  New  York.    I  will 
read  from  it  as  follows: 

I.)i-:ak  Colonel:  Your  letter  of  July  Oth  from  Atlantic  City  was  duly  received. 
I  whs  surprised  to  hear  from  you  again,  feeling,  in  view  of  my  last  letter  to 
you,  you  had  started  upon  the  long-promised  vacation.  I  hope  by  this  time  yon 
hnve  arranged  matters  so  that  you  have. 

I  do  nrt  know  of  anything,  wit!  out  you  have  something  In  your  own  mind, 
that  should  necessitate  your  visit  to  New  York  until  you  have  had  your  vaca- 
tion, then  we  will  take  up  matters  and  discuss  them  thoroughly  and  decide  to 
the  best  of  our  ability  as  to  our  plans  for  action.  I  would  suggest  that  we  get 
the  vacation  matter  disposed  of  and  you  get  yourself  In  good  trim,  for  It  looks 
fo  me  as  though  you  were  going  to  have  a  very  strenuous  summer,  and  it  will 
be  very  necessary  for  you  to  be  in  the  very  best  physical  condition.  Further 
than  this,  I  am  planning  to  take  my  vacation  in  August,  and  I  hope  to  have  our 
matters  all  adjusted  before  this. 

I  note  what  you  say  in  reference  to  Judge  Runyon.  It  Is  the  common  rumor 
he  is  selected  for  nomination  to  succeed  Chas.  N.  Fowler.  Personally  I  have 
a  very  high  regard  for  Jr.;lge  Runyon.  He  is  a  moderately  young  man,  ex- 
tremely capable,  has  made  a  good  judge,  and  a  man.  In  my  judgment,  who  is 
not  allilcted  with  any  of  the  *'  isms'*  that  afflict  Mr.  Fowler.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion but  that  Fowler  will  put  up  a  very  hard  fight  at  the  primaries,  but  he  is  In 
bad  favor  with  the  organization.  I  stand  unqualifiedly  for  Runyon  to  succeed 
Congressman  Fowler.  I  can't  say  that  my  opinion  or  desires  in  the  matter  will 
have  any  large  influence  in  the  matter. 

With  best  regards  to  yourself  and  many  remembrances  to  Mrs.  Mulhall,  I 
remain, 

Yours,  cordially,  J.  P.  Bnu>. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  not  No.  3843  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  George 
S.  Boudinot  to  you? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  letter,  as  follows : 

Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

62k  Oak  Ave.,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Deab  Colonel  :  We  had  5,000  copies  of  the  debate  on  the  Hughes  amendment 
of  the  sundry  civil  bill,  but  used  them  to  good  advantage.  Now  we  are  in 
receipt  of  a  request  for  additional  copies.  We  can  not  have  this  pamphlet 
reprinted;  but  if  you  can  find  a  few  copies  lying  around  loose  in  Washington 
and  can  appropriate  them  for  our  own  use,  we  will  be  very  glad  to  have 
them.    Do  not  go  to  any  expense  in  the  matter. 

Incidentally,  I  would  say  that  that  publication  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture that  you  were  going  to  get  for  some  of  your  friends  has  not  as  yet  been 
received. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Geo.  S.  Boudinot,  Secretary. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  that  refers  to  the  cookbooks  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  all  kinds  of  books,  Senator;  yearbooks,  cook- 
books— anv  book  that  was  published  that  they  could  reach,  even 
going  so  far  as  getting  the  plans  of  the  Government — I  mean,  not 
plans,  but  bids  on  projectiles  and  such  like  as  that;  specifications  for 
matters  of  that  kind ;  compasses ;  maps. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  that  this  association  was 
in  a  belligerent  mood— on  the  war  path? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  I  don't  know  how  far,  Senator,  but  I  am  just 
testifying  to  what  the  call  was.  Everything  that  came  their  way  was 
fodder  for  them. 

Senator  Reed.  They  may  have  had  members  of  their  association 
who  wanted  to  know  about  these  specifications  for  projectiles. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  they  did.  I  never  knew  what  they  were 
after,  but  they  were  written  for  and  gotten. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3845  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  from  this  as  follows : 

New  York,  July  28,  1910. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

62 *t  Oak  Ave.,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel  :  Enclosed  please  find  treasury  check  No.  6617  for  $150,  balance 
of  July  salary;  also  treasury  check  No.  6621  for  $409.52,  covering  expense 
account  to  and  Including  the  11th  Instant. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  the  rate  of  your  salary  at  this  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  $3,600  a  year  and  expenses. 

Senator  Nelson.  Paid  monthly  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Bimonthly. 

Senator  Walsh.  Semimonthly? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  semimonthly. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  says  further : 

I  also  hand  you  herewith  a  typewritten  copy  of  the  expense  account,  as 
requested. 

Is  No.  3846  another  original  letter  from  Bird  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  From  that  I  read  as  follows: 

Your  letter  of  July  24,  with  expense  account,  duly  received,  and  we  inclose 
herewith  our  check  covering  your  disbursements. 

Pardon  the  delay  in  attending  to  this.     I  returned  to  the  office  yesterday 
morning  and  was  so  pressed  with  matters  that  it  was  impossible  to  get  through 
with  the  mail. 
Trusting  this  has  caused  you  no  serious  inconvenience,  I  remain, 
Yours,  very  cordially, 

J.  P.  Br&D,  General  Manager. 
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P.  S. — When  is  it  your  intention  to  be  in  the  office?  Please  bear  in  mind  I 
leave  about  August  4  or  5  for  my  vacation,  and  hope  to  see  you  before  I  leave. 

P.  P.  S. — Check  referred  to  above  was  sent  with  this  mail  in  another 
letter. 

3847,  3848  is  a  letter  to  you 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  is  important. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  letter  signed  "  Tom,"  and  is  written  on  the 
letterhead  of  the  Farrell  Service.  Is  that  from  our  friend  Farrell, 
the  detective? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  about  a  job  for  a  man.  I  do  not  think  we  need 
read  that. 

3849,  3850  is  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  rendered  to  this 
association? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  account).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Hold  that  in  your  hand  a  minute.  I  want  to 
ask  you,  is  there  anything  in  that  account  about  any  of  the  money  that 
you  paid  to  McDermott,  or  loaned  to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  this  looks  as  if  it  were  the  same,  as  if  it 
was  for  the  New  Jersey  district — this  first  item. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  see  there  are  two  $80  items  in  this  account. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  No  ;  there  are  three  $80  items  paid  to  this  same 
man,  Feeney. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Paid  to  Feeney's  workers. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  him  directly,  or  to  them? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  him,  directly. 

Senator  Nelson.  By  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  account 
for  $400.52  was  paid,  as  appears  by  letter  No.  3845.  It  says,  "  In- 
closed please  find  treasury  check  No.  6617." 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  letter  that  was  just  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  that  was  just  read;  yes.  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  this.  Under  date  or  June  29  there 
are  these  items: 

June  29.  Breakfast  at  Troy,  N.  Y $0.70 

Transportation  from  Troy  to  Oneonta k 2.56 

Transportation  from  Oneonta  to  Cooperstown  by  trolley .  60 

Dinner  for  self  and  one  at  Cooperstown 2.80 

What  were  you  doing  up  there  in  Oneonta? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  in  Congressman  Fairchild's  district — sent  up 
there  at  the  direction  of  the  association. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  running  for  Congress  there  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Clark  was  running  in  that 
district.    Mr.  Fairchild  was  running  for  reelection. 

Senator  Reed.  For  renomination  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  renomination  and  election,  and  a  man  by  the 
name  of  Cooper  was  opposed  to  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Fairchild  reelected? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  he  was  renominated  and  reelected. 

Senator  Reed.  You  went  back  up  there  to  help  Fairchild? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  the  association  paid  the  expenses — my 
expenses. 
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Senator  Nelson.  I  see  in  this  account  an  item  for  trip  to  Ocean 
City,  and  "  dinner  in  Ocean  City  for  self  and  one."  What  was  that 
for?    What  did  you  go  to  Ocean  City  for? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  look  over  some  factories;  some  small  plants 
that  were  down  there. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  not  that  a  sort  of  an  ocean  resort? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  it  is  an  ocean  resort,  but  I  had  the  lists  Mr. 
Gardner  gave  me,  which  are  among  those  papers,  and  wherever  that 
called  me,  I  covered  it  completely. 

Senator  Reed.  3851-3857  appears  marked  here  as  a  duplicate,  but 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  or  not.    I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  But  it  has  some  of  the  same  items. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  has  some  of  the  dates  of  the  other.  It  has 
only  two  of  the  dates  of  the  other. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  four  $80  items  in  here,  and  there  are 
three  in  the  other. 

Senator  Reed.  It  appears  to  cover  a  part  of  the  same  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  this  item  in  this  account : 


June  25.    Paid  two  New  Jersey  workers, 

Who  were  those? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Will  you  let  me  see  the  account,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Senator  Reed  has  the  account,  or  you  £an  have 
the  printed  list. 

Senator  Reed.  3849,  3850  is  a  typewritten  account. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  have  passed  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  was  trying  to  straighten  out  the  question  of 
whether  these  two  are*  duplicates  or  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  they  are.  There  is  a  duplication 
in  part. 

The  Chairman.  One  is  typewritten. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  this  difference,  that  in  the  first  one  there 
are  three  $80  items  and  in  the  next  one  there  are  four  $80  items. 

Senator  Reed.  It  covers  the  same  dates,  too,  does  it  not  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  It  covers  more  time. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Committee.  It  covers  18  davs  more. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wish  you  would  show  him  that  last  one, 
Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Mulhall,  I  hand  you  3851-3857,  at  the  request 
of  Senator  Nelson. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  account).  This  is  not  the  one  you 
handed  me  before. 

Senator  Reed.  The  one  I  handed  you  before  is  3849,  3850,  which  I 
now  also  hand  you,  so  that  you  will  have  them  both.  They  appear 
to  be  duplicates  in  part,  but  one  is  a  longer  account  than  the  other. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there  in  either  of  these  accounts,  Mr.  Mulhall, 
anything  with  reference  to  the  money  you  loaned  or  paid  McDer- 
mott  or  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Paid  to  whom? 

The  Chairman.  He  was  on  the  pay  roll. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  McMichael  was  never  on  those  pay  rolls,  Senator. 
That  was  a  special  check  that  came  from  Mr.  Emery's  office. 


8236      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Nelson  asked  you  about  McDermott. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  McDermott? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Neuson.  You  might  answer  about  McMichael,  too. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  said  that  he  was  never,  except  the  last  two 
accounts.    I  believe  that  was  closed  by  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  one  of  those  checks  made  to  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  they  were  made  out  to  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  handed  McMichael  the  cash? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  did,  sir.     Is  there  anything  else  about  that? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wanted  to  know  whether  there  was  anything  in 
these  accounts  in  reference  to  any  money  you  loaned  or  paid  to  Mc- 
Dermott ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  it  this  way,  that  I  might  have  used  some 
of  that  money,  but  I  had  to  return  it,  if  I  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  not  think  that  some  of  these  $80  items 
you  have  charged  to  workers  might  be  some  of  that  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  said  before  that  I  might  have  taken  that,  for 
the  time  being ;  but  I  had  to  return  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  that  it  is  possible  that  the  money  under  some 
of  the  items  you  have  in  these  accounts  as  paid  to  workers,  you  might 
have  taken  and  paid  to  McDermott  for  the  time  being? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  this  last  account  is  this  item : 

June  25.    Paid  two  New  Jersey  workers,  $80. 

Who  were  those? 

Mr.  Mulhall.   Those  were  the  same  gentlemen;  Mr.   Feeney's 
workers. 
Senator  Nelson.  Feeney's  workers.    Here  is  this  other  item: 

July  2.     Paid  two  New  Jersey  workers,  $80. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  for  another 


Senator  Nelson.  That  is  for  the  same  two  men  ? 

"Mr.  Mulhall  (after  further  examination  of  account).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Through  Mr.  Feeney? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  say  for  a  certainty  it  was  only  two  men 
all  the  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  think  he  may  have  changed  his  two  men? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  had,  in  a  sense,  charge  of  that  work,  that  I  had 
too  much  to  attend  to  myself. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  did  you  know  it  was  two  men  every  time? 
Might  he  not  have  hired  more  men  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  might  have  hired  more  men ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  put  it  down  as  two  men  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  an  understanding  that  you  were  to 
pay  him  $40? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  I  paid  him  $40.  That  was  his  understanding, 
that  I  had  $40  go  direct  to  Feeney,  and  he  would  have  charge  of  that 
^Vork. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  this  item: 

Jjily  15.  Paid  to  two  party  workers,  $80. 
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You  do  not  locate  those  in  New  Jersey  or  anywhere  else.  Where 
were  those  located? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  they  were  the  same  men. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  think  they  were  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  said,  this  account  is  not  in  my  own 
handwriting;  and  as  I  said  before  when  you  cross-questioned  me,  it 
was  all  made  up  by  another  party. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  must  have  given  the  data  to  that  other 
party. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  she  kept  the  data,  because  she  always  trav- 
eled with  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  Always  traveled  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  never  went  into  a  campaign  for  the  12  years 
that  I  was  working  for  those  people 

Senator  Nelson.  She  kept  your  books? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  She  kept  my  books  and  accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  Of  your  expenses? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  her  name  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Lulu  K.  Mulhall,  the  woman  they  drove  insane. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh!  your  wife? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  in  a  sense  my  wife.  I  will  go  into  the  details, 
if  you  want  it,  Senator? 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  I  do  not  want  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  as  clean  a  record  on  that 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  want  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  written  it.  I  will  bring  it  out.  Those  people 
will  bring  it  out  if  I  do  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  want  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  they  drove  her  crazy  in  that  campaign  of  the 
Hughes  district,  and  she  is  crazy  now  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  want  to  bring  that  out. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  can  bring  it  out. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  care  about  that.  I  only  asked  you  the 
question  who  this  stenographer  was.    I  did  not  know  who  she  was. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  want  scandal  I  guess  you  can  hunt  one  up  in 
that  New  York  office  better  than  anywhere  else. 

The  Chairman.  Wait  a  minute.  Senator  Nelson  said  he  did  not 
want  to  go  into  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  that,  Mr.  Mulhall. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on  with  the  next  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3859  an  original  letter,  and  by  whom  is  it 
written  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  By  Mr.  I.  H.  McMichael. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  Mr. 
James  T.  McDermott,  fourth  Illinois  district. 

Committee  on  Agriculture, 
House  of  Representatives,  United  States. 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  29,  1910. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Friend  Mulhall:  I  am  sending  you  the  remainder  of  the  cookbooks,  and 
inclosed  find  franks  for  each  one,  so  you  will  be  able  to  get  them  off  without 
postage,  as  they  are  governmental  documents  and  are  all  right  for  franks.  Did 
not  see  you  at  the  New  Wlllard  last  Monday;  waited  for  you  for  some  time. 
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Hope  you  are  all  right.  Let  me  hear  from  you  soon,  and  if  you  will  be  in 
this  city  again  before  the  15th  of  August  would  like  to  see  you  for  a  few 
minutes.    With  best  regards,  I  am, 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael. 

Written  below  it  is 
Excuse  pencil. 
Then  below  that: 

P.  S. — You  can  address  franks;  mark  out  word  Chicago,  111.,  and  all  will 
be  O.  K. 

Mack. 

Is  38G0-3862  a  copy  of  another  statement  rendered  this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Seed.  3863,  3864  is  a  copy  of  another  account  rendered 
this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  about  these  two  accounts.  Is  there 
anything  in  either  of  them — the  one  which  you  have  in  your  hand 
now  or  the  one  just  presented  to  you — relating  to  the  money  that  you 
paid  or  loaned  Mr.  AlcDermott  f 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say  that  there  is.  I  want  to  say.  for 
the  Senator's  sake,  that  a  good  part  of  the  time  some  part  oi  my 
salary  would  go  to  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  him  out  of  your  own  pocket? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Whenever  I  had  money,  I  was  touched.  In  fact, 
I  was  a  good  thing  down  at  two  or  three  places  on  the  Avenue. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3865,  3866  a  copy  of  another  statement  rendered 
this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there  anything  in  that  relating  to  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  there  are  no  incidental  expenses  attached  to 
that. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  been  paying  Mr.  McDermott  anything 
during  August  and  September,  1910-^-loaning  him  any  money? 

Senator  Walsh.  Pardon  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  I  have  not  under- 
stood the  witness  to  say  that  he  had  ever  paid  Mr.  McDermott  any- 
thing, but  that  Mr.  McDermott  frequently  came  and  borrowed  money 
from  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  loan  him  any  while  Congress  was  not  in 
session  ?    Were  you  in  touch  with  him  then  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  at  times  he  did  not  go  home — at  different 
times — if  I  am  not  mistaken.    I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  you  are  right.  I  think  he  stayed  here 
after  Congress  adjourned,  frequently. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  he  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  are  right  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3867  seems  to  be  a  letter  from  one  John  G. 
Shreve,  addressed  to  you.     Did  yon  get  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  as  follows: 

Shbkve'8  Steamship  Agency, 
Atlantic  City,  August  10, 1910. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel:  The  Congressman  is  very  anxious  to  see  you.  I  have  ar- 
ranged for  him  to  meet  you  either  at  the  hotel  or  at  his  home  Sunday  afternoon 
at  3  o'clock. 

Let  me  know  if  this  will  suit  your  convenience. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Jno.  G.  Shreve. 

Who* was  John  G.  Shreve? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  the  secretary  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  of 
the  House  and  Mr.  Gardners  confidential  secretary. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  Congressman  referred  to  here  was  Mr. 
Gardner  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3868,  3869  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following  portions  of  that  letter : 

My  Dear  James:  I  received  your  interesting  postal  from  Berlin,  and  I  am 
extremely  pleased  even  to  get  that  brief  period  of  your  time  while  writing  it. 

I  feel  that  you  knew  before  you  left  the  States  that  T.  D.  Nichols  was 
defeated  in  the  primaries  in  the  tenth  Pennsylvania  district,  and  I  am  very 
proud  to  send  you  the  information  that  our  old  friend,  Mr.  George  A.  Pearre, 
of  the  sixth  Maryland  district,  withdrew  out  of  the  fight  on  the  15th  instant, 
so  that  will  leave  us  two  active  labor  agitators  out  of  the  next  Congress.  In 
addition  to  this  I  have  had  several  interviews  lately  with  Mr.  Gardner,  of  the 
second  New  Jersey  district.  He  told  me  on  Monday  evening  that  his  district  is 
In  better  shai>e  now  than  it  ever  was  before,  and  I  have  had  several  compli- 
ments from  his  secretary.  Mr.  Shreve,  who  6tates  that  the  old  man  is  very 
much  pleased  with  the  way  affairs  are  going  in  his  district.  Besides  this,  I 
have  done  splendid  work  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district.  There  were  four 
candidates  in  that  district  again  this  year.  I  visited  all  the  parties  that  were 
seeking  the  honor  against  Hughes,  and  I  have  had  two  of  them  pull  out  in 
favor  of  Mr.  J.  Wood  McCleave.  One  of  them,  Mr.  Burke,  who  sought  the 
nomination  on  .two  different  occasions,  has  agreed  to  act  as  McCleave's  man- 
ager, and  another  one,  Mr.  Couklin,  has  agreed  also  to  help  out  in  this  cam- 
paign to  beat  Hughes  and  work  in  favor  of  McCleave.  There  is  one  other  can- 
didate in  the  field  against  McCleave  at  the  present  time  by  the  name  of  Bur- 
rows, but  he  comes  from  Bergen  County,  the  same  county  that  McCleave  comes 
from,  and  we  are  sure  that  McCleave  will  get  the  delegation  from  that  county 
and  Burrows  will  not  be  in  it.  McCleave  is  president  of  a  lumber  company, 
and  he  is  about  the  best-looking  candidate  that  I  have  seen  in  that  district 
during  the  past  eight  years.  He  is  a  major  in  the  New  Jersey  Militia,  and  with 
some  pushing  I  think  he  will  make  an  active  canvass  against  our  arch  enemy, 
William  Hughes. 

I  have  been  in  daily  touch  for  the  past  few  weeks  with  a  number  of  the 
leaders  of  the  party,  and  I  am  compelled  to  go  to  help  out  in  some  of  the 
Massachusetts  districts  at  the  solicitation  of  a  very  close  friend  of  ours.  I  am 
leaving  for  Boston  to-night  to  see  some  of  the  Massachusetts  leaders,  and  I 
expect  to  do  some  good  work  while  in  that  State.  I  feel  that  I  will  be  there  for 
about  eight  or  ten  days,  so  if  you  get  this  letter  in  time  to  answer  it  before  you 
think  of  returning  send  your  answer  to  the  New  York  office. 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  a  marked  clipping  from  the 
Baltimore  Sun  of  the  17th  instant  that  will  give  you  the  story  of  Pearre'd 
withdrawal. 

Apparently  you  landed  that? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  would  appear  from  this  letter  to  Mr.  Emery— 
this  is  your  letter? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson  (continuing).  That  you  had  gotten  over  your 
umbrage  against  Mr.  Emery  and  had  gotten  in  touch  with  him  again. 
It  is  a  very  friendly  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  the  relations  between  Mr.  Emery  and 
me  were  friendly  all  along,  with  the  exception  of  work.  Mr.  Emery 
at  that  time  was  making  a  tour  with  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  their 
wives,  as  I  understood  it,  to  Europe  at  the  expense  of  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  beg  your  pardon,  Senator,  but  you  will  recall 
there  is  a  letter  back  farther  in  which  Mr.  Emery  requests  Mr.  Mul- 
hall to  write  him,  giving  his  Berlin  address. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  remember  that  letter ;  but  this  is  really  a  kind- 
hearted  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3870-3871  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter : 

I  have  rend  your  letter  with  much  interest,  also  the  newspaper  clippings,  and 
note  the  fatigued  condition  of  Brother  Pearre's  system  at  being  attacked  by 
his  enemies.  It  is  too  bad  that  he  couldn't  have  seen  his  mistakes  before  he 
made  them  and  avoided  the  attacks  of  which  he  now  complains.  I  congratulate 
you  on  his  retirement  and  hope  that  we  shall  not  have  to  reckon  with  a  worse 
"  friend  of  the  workingmau  "  in  his  stead.  Poor  world ngman,  God  knows  he 
needs  a  force  of  some  kind  to  save  him  from  his  friends ! 

I  am  glad  to  hear  that  Mr.  Gardner  feels  all  right,  and  hope,  first,  that  he 
will  be  successful  in  being  reelected,  and.  second,  that  if  he  is  we  shall  find  him 
always  with  us  as  against  class  legislation. 

I  note  what  you  say  about  Hughes,  and  all  the  comment  that  I  shall  make 
with  respect  to  that  un-American,  cancerous  Representative  is  that  if  he  can 
be  and  is  beaten  for  reelection  it  will  be  a  great  victory  and  an  encouraging 
sign  that,  in  the  language  of  the  late  J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  "America  will  still 
remain  American."  I  shall  look  forward  to  his  defeat  with  much  anxiety,  I 
assure  you.  May  McCleave  or  some  other  honest  American  sound  his  political 
death  knell.  Keep  up  the  good  work.  We  have  much  to  discourage  us,  if  we 
are  disposed  to  be  discouraged;  but,  after  all,  we  have  more  to  encourage  us, 
and  w#  should  persistently  hammer  away,  with  the  Hughes  amendment  to  the 
sundry  civil  bill  as  a  lesson  of  the  importance  of  future  vigilance. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3872,  3873  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
J.  Adam  Bede? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  letter,  as  follows : 

Confidential.] 

August  26,  1910. 
Hon.  J.  Adam  Bede,  Pine  City,  Minn. 

My  Dear  Mb.  Bede  :  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  you  several  times  in 
Washington,  and  numerous  members  of  our  organization  are  well  acquainted 
with  your  splendid  ability  as  an  orator. 

A  large  number  of  the  manufacturers  are  interested  in  the  return  of  a 
Republican  House,  believing  that  the  present  tariff  bill,  which  they  consider  a 
very  fair  bill,  has  not  been  given  due  consideration  or  a  fair  trial,  and  feel 
positive  also  that  the  Republican  Party  will  solve  this  question  much  better 
than  the  Democratic  Party  can  for  the  benefit  of  the  manufacturer,  as  well  as 
the  mechanic,  throughout  this  land  of  ours. 

While  in  Boston  last  Monday  I  had  an  interview  with  the  Hon.  Charles  B. 
Hatfield,  chairman  of  the  Republican  State  committee  of  that  State  ( Massa- 
chusetts),  and  he  is  very  anxious  to  secure  your  sen-vices  for  several  speeches 
in  his  State,  and  requested  me  to  write  you  to  see  if  you  had  any  engagements 
open  in  the  coming  campaign.  The  manufacturing  interests,  as  well  as  the  labor 
interests,  are  particularly  anxious  in  Massachusetts  to  see  that  there  is  a  Re- 
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publican  House  returned  this  year,  and  we  know  of  no  man  who  can  lay  before 
the  people  in  the  East  this  important  question  better  than  you  can,  *o  if  you 
have  any  engagements  open  we  would  be  pleased  to  learn  of  it,  or  if  you  will 
write  direct  to  Mr.  Chas.  E.  Hatfield,  chairman  of  the  Republican  St.ite  com- 
mittee, Boston,  Mass.,  I  know  that  Mr.  Hatfield  will  be  greatly  pleased  to  secure 
your  services  in  the  coming  campaign.  We  know  very  well  that  your  time  will 
be  taken  up  in  Minnesota,  but  know  also  that  you  are  always  a  splendid  fighting 
Republican,  who  has  spread  the  gospel  in  many  States  in  the  past.  We  feel 
that  you  might  be  able  to  spare  the  time  in  the  present  campaign  to  lend  a 
hand  in  the  East ;  at  least,  we  trust  that  this  is  the  case  in  the  present  instance. 

We  hope  to  get  a  favorable  reply  to  this  letter,  or  if  you  will  write  to  Mr.  Hat- 
field direct,  jis  he  is  anxious  to  secure  your  services  to  help  out  in  this  fight,  it 
will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Hoping  to  hear  that  you  are  in  the  best  of  health  and  that  you  will  be  able 
to  come,  believe  me  as  ever, 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  , 

170  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  a  reply  from  Mr.  Bede  to  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  chairman  of  the  State  committee  got  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Bede. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  a  reply  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  sir;  I  would  not  say  that  I 
did  or  did  not.    I  think  I  did.  however. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  at  this  point  until  half  past  10 
lo-morrow  morning. 

(Thereupon,  at  5  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee 
adjourned  until  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.,  to-morrow,  Friday,  July  25$ 
1913.) 


FBIDAY,  JULY  25,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  and  Nelson. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  here  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Lamar 
County  Farmers'  Union,  of  Lamar  County,  Tex.,  which  has  been 
sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Bowen,  who  testified  before  this  committee.  This 
resolution  is  in  regard  to  the  duty  on  jute  and  burlap.  Mr.  Bowen 
said  in  his  testimony  that  he  would  like  to  send  to  the  committee  a 
copy  of  a  resolution.    This  should  be  printed  in  the  record. 

(The  resolution  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Bowen  Exhibit  No.  1. 

•  t 

[Resolution  No.  3,  adopted  by  Lamar  County  Farmers'  Union  July  17  and  18.] 

Reunited,  hy  the  Lamar  County  Farmers'  Union,  in  regular  session,  July  17 
and  18,  19 IS,  That  we  favor  the  use  of  cotton  sacks,  twine,  and  rope  In  the  place 
of  jute  and  burlap  by  the  United  States  Government ;  and  we  believe  that  the 
United  States  Government  should  set  the  example  of  using  cotton  only  and,  if 
need  be,  to  put  a  heavy  duty  on  jute  and  burlap;  and  that  a  copy  of  these 
resolutions  be  mailed  to  Senator  Morris  Sheppard  and  our  Representative.  Hon. 
Horace  W.  Vaughan,  and  to  Senator  Lee  Overman,  chairman  of  the  United 
States  Senate  lobby  committee,  all  at  Washington,  D.  C,  with  a  letter  explain- 
ing that  we  have  passed  resolutions  on  the  above  lines,  for  the  last  six  years 
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urging  that  all  citizens  of  the  United  States  use  only  cotton  sacks  and  cotton 
wrapping  cloths  and  twine  and  rope  instead  of  similar  articles  made  from 
jute  and  burlap;  and  we  have  forwarded  such  resolutions  to  our  Members  of 
Congress  from  time  to  time;  and  we  indorse  the  good  work  done  by  us  by 
brother  R.  D.  Bo  wen  in  above  and  other  respects  for  over  seven  years,  and 
he  has  been  our  chairman  of  the  greater  consumption  of  cotton  committee  ever 
since  we  commenced  the  work. 
Respectfully  submitted  to  Lamar  County  Farmers'  Union. 

J.  H.  Bailey. 
Chairman  Resolution  Committee. 
R.  E.  L.  Jackson, 
G.  W.  Lawley, 

Secretary. 

Unanimously  adopted  by  the  Lamar  County  Farmers'  Union  at  Cross  Roads 
local  on  July  18,  1913. 

[8EAL.]  CLABENCE    M.    HOPPER, 

Secretary  Lamar  County  Farmers1  Union,  Paris,  R.  7. 

Jno.  B.  Steele, 
President  Lamar  County  Farmers'  Union,  Brookston,  R.  I. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MARTIN  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Resumed. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh,  we  stopped  at  No. '3874.  Will 
you  take  up  the  examination  at  that  point? 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3874  is  a  letter  which  was  written  by  you  to 
Mr.  Bannon,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  ought  to  be  read.  I  will  read  this 
part  of  it: 

This  organization  has  taken  up  its  political  activities,  and  as  I  have  not 
heard  from  you  for  a  long  time  I  felt  I  ought  write  you  and  see  if  I  could 
be  of  any  service. 

I  am  writing  Mr.  George  D.  Selby  by  this  mail  for  information  concerning 
matters  in  Portsmouth,  so  I  am  anxious  to  hear  from  you  also,  to  know  if 
the  coast  is  clear  and  if  you  are  coming  back  to  the  next  Congress.  There  are 
a  number  of  your  friends  that  were  in  the  last  House  that  I  have  met  frequently 
since  Congress  closed,  and  all  of  them  will  be  pleased  to  see  you  back  again, 
for  it  will  be  like  an  old  friend  coming  back  to  those  who  have  missed  him  very 
much.  This  is  the  way  a  lot  of  the  boys  feel  about  it,  so  if  I  can  be  of 
any  service  or  if  any  of  our  members  can  be  of  any  service  to  you  in 
your  district,  please  let  me  know  and  I  will  write  them  the  moment  I  hear 
from  you.  So  closing  with  the  very  best  wishes,  and  hoping  to  hear  that  you 
are  enjoying  good  health,  believe  me,  as  ever. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  this  man  Selby? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  is  the  president  of  the  Selby  Shoe  Co.,  at  Ports- 
mouth, Ohio,  where  the  strike  was  in  1909. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  in  relation  to  the  strike  matter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  Well,  not  his  coming  back  did  not  relate 
to  a  strike  matter,  Senator.    You  asked  me  who  Selby  wTas. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  has  no  reference  to  strike  matters. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  says,  "  concerning  matters  in  Portsmouth." 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  he  says:  "I  am  writing  Mr.  George  D. 
Selby."    You  refer  to  that? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  the  letter  he  wrote  Selby  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  3875,  3876  is  a  letter  you  sent  to  J.  P.  Bird,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  read  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  I  left  Boston  last  evening  and  came  to  this  city  to  do 
a  few  days'  work  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district. 

I  was  extremely  successful  while  in  Boston  and  have  been  in  daily  confer- 
ence with  a  number  of  the  leaders  from  Massachusetts. 

I  had  a  long  interview  yesterday  with  Senator  Lodge,  and  two  interviews 
with  our  friend  Mr.  Cox  and  a  number  of  other  leaders  the  past  few  days. 

1  had  Mr.  Ridge,  of  Providence,  working  with  me  while  I  was  in  Boston, 
and  had  a  very  successful  meeting  last  Monday  night  This  meeting  was  at- 
tended by  over  20  prominent  labor  workers,  many  of  them  the  heads  of  their 
organizations  in  and  around  Boston.  We  formed  a  temporary  organization, 
and  I  showed  to  Senator  Lodge  yesterday  the  list  of  those  who  attended  the 
meeting;  I  have  also  given  to  Mr.  Cox  a  full  list  of  those  who  attended  the 
meeting  Monday  night.  There  is  a  splendid  opportunity  for  us  to  strengthen 
ourselves  with  The  eastern  leaders,  and  I  believe  that  the  work  I  am  now  doing 
will  accomplish  this  fact. 

Mr.  Cox  and  I  have  had  several  conferences  with  the  chairman  of  the  State 
committee,  Mr.  Charles  E.  Hatfield,  and  Mr.  Hatfield  is  extremely  anxious  for 
our  aid  in  the  campaign  in  Massachusetts  this  year. 

Senator  Lodge  paid  us  all  kinds  of  compliments  for  the  work  we  are  doing, 
and  I  know  we  will  have  his  aid  more  actively  than  ever  before  in  the  next 
Congress. 

I  shall  make  this  report  more  fully  when  I  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  yon 

again :  but  I  am  completely  satisfied  with  the  situation  as  it  is  in  the  East 

at  the  present  time  and  hope  to  gain  all  the  success  that  we  are  anticipating, 

so  close  with  very  best  wishes  and  hoping  to  see  you  soon,  believe  me.  as  ever, 

Faithfully,  yours. 


170  Broadway.  N«w  York,  N.  Y. 

P.  S. — Please  find  inclosed  copy  of  letter  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Watson  to-day. 
I  hope  you  will  use  your  influence  with  him  to  have  him  carry  out  this  program. 

The  Chairman.  3877-3878  is  a  letter  dated  August  2G.  1910,  to 
George  D.  Selby.     Did  you  write  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  was  probably  the  letter  referred  to  in  the 
earlier  one. 

Senator  Xelson.  I  guess  so. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  reads: 

My  Dkar  Mr.  Sfxby  :  I  have  been  extremely  anxious  for  some  time  to  get 
the  latest  news  from  Portsmouth,  and  il  will  be  a  great  help  this  year  to  have 
a  Democrat  from  that  district  left  at  home  and  a  splendid  fighting  Republican, 
as  you  had  before,  come  from  the  Portsmouth  district. 

I  ha\e  written  Mr.  Henry  Bannon  this  a.  ni.,  and  I  am  anxious  to  know  if 
he  will  receive  the  nomination  this  year,  for  I  know  if  you  give  your  aid  this 
year  tint  ho  will  bo  a  Member  again  of  the  next  House. 

A  It  hough- we  bad  a  very  strenuous  winter  last  session,  we  were  completely  suc- 
cessful in  stopping  all  vicious  class  legislation,  particularly  the  eight-hour  bills 
that  were  offered  by  the  labor  unions,  their  injunction  bills,  and  their  amend- 
ment to  the  Sherman  law. 

We  have  been  very  fortunate  also  this  summer  in  beating  in  the  primaries 
two  of  the  most  vicious  labor  agitators  that  were  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, Mr.  George  A.  Pearre,  who  served  six  terms  from  Maryland  and  who  was 
known  to  nil  of  the  business  men  of  the  country  on  account  of  his  vicious  in- 
junction bill.  He  was  defeated  in  the  primaries  on  the  KJth  instant.  We  also 
defeated  Mr.  T.  I>.  Nichols  this  summer  from  the  10th  Pennsylvania  district. 
He  was  formerly  president  of  the  anthracite  miners*  unions  in  and  around 
Scranton.  Pa.  So.  with  these  two  nir'U  out  of  Congress.  :md  with  the  prospects 
we  ha\e  of  defeating  several  others  this  year,  we  feel  that  if  you  will  give  us 
a  good  Republican  from  your  district  we  will  be  well  fortified  in  the  next  Con- 
gress against  the  labor  agitators. 

I  sent  you  numerous  documents  last  year  from  Washington,  and  I  am  taking 
the  liberty  of  sending  to  Mrs.  Selby  the  latest  cookbook  issued  by  the  Agricul- 


3244       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

tural  Department,  called  Uncle  Sam's  Cookbook.  I  hope  that  Mrs.  Selby  will 
put  it  to  good  use  and  keep  you  in  good  fighting  trim  for  the  next  twenty 
years  to  come. 

The  Chairman.  Is  No.  3879  a  letter  addressed  by  you  to  Charles 
M.  Jarvis? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  It  is  of  the  same  tenor. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  simply  this  part: 

I  sent  you  numerous  documents  last  winter  from  Washington,  and  I  have 
one  of  Uncle  Sam's  latest  cookbooks  Issued  by  the  Agricultural  Department, 
which  I  will  forward  to  you  as  soon  as  I  hear  from  you.  I  have  taken  the 
liberty  of  putting  Mrs.  Jarvis's  name  upon  it. 

The  Chairman.  Is  No.  3880  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Shreve  to  you? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  It  is  dated  Atlantic  City,  August  28,  1910. 
Senator  Walsh.  It  reads: 

Dear  Cotx>nel:  The  Congressman  is  anxious  to  see  you  and  will  be  here 
in  Atlantic  City  Wednesday  night  and  all  day  Thursday  of  this  week.     Let 
me  know  on  receipt  of  this  if  you  can  get  down  and  when. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

Jno.  O.  Shreve. 

The  Chairman.  Is  3881-3882  a  letter  addressed  by  Henry  Bannon 
to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

My  Pear  Sir:  The  congressional  situation  in  this  district  is  again  in  turmoil 
and  thoroughly  mixed  up.  The  present  Representative,  Mr.  A.  JR.  Johnson, 
announced  that  lie  would  be  a  candidate  for  a  second  term  before  the  primaries. 
As  it  has  always  been  customary  to  give  a  Representative  a  second  term  In 
this  district  he  had  no  opposition,  because  it  would  have  been  useless  to  have 
opposed  him.  It  now  turns  out  that  he  was  not  a  candidate  in  good  faith  at 
all,  because  shortly  after  he  received  the  renomination  he  tendered  his  resigna- 
tion. Under  the  law  of  Ohio  it  is  the  duty  of  the  congressional  committee  to 
fill  the  vacancy.  Committeemen  were  selected  in  the  different  counties  who 
were  hostile  to  me.  I  paid  no  attention  to  that  matter,  because  nobody 
presumed  that  Mr.  Johnson  intended  to  resign.  However,  I  did  take  an  active 
part  in  the  primaries.  The  whole  scheme  is  simply  one  of  political  trickery  to 
keep  the  selection  of  a  Representative  in  Congress  out  of  the  hands  of  the  i)eople 
of  this  district,  and  how  long  they  are  going  to  stand  for  such  political 
conduct  remains  to  be  seen.  This  district  is  strongly  Republican,  and  it  has 
been  said  that  if  a  yellow  dog  gets  on  the  ticket  for  Congress  he  will  be  sure 
and  be  elected.  But  if  such  conduct  as  this  is  kept  up  too  long  it  will  be  found 
that  the  people  will  turn  against  it. 

With   personal   regards,   I  am. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Henry  Bannon. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3883  is  omitted  on  account  of  its  being  a  per- 
sonal letter. 

Is  3884,  3885  a  letter  addressed  by  vou  to  David  M.  Parrv? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  there  is  nothing  in  that,  except  what  is 
cumulative. 

The  Chairman.  It  says  he  has  been  sending  out  to  several  of  his 
friends  the  latest  issue  of  Uncle  Sam's  cookbook. 

Is  No.  3880  a  letter  addressed  by  you  to  John  G.  Shreve? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  the  private  secretary  of  Mr.  Gardner? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  or  was  at  that  time.     He  is  not  now.  Senator. 
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Senator  Walsh.  It  reads : 

My  Dear  John  :  Yours  of  the  28th  with  clipping  inclosed  has  Just  heen  re- 
ceived this  moment,  and  I  have  read  it  very  carefully. 

I  see  nothing  at  all  in  Pierce's  letter  to  be  alarmed  about. 

I  have  a  very  important  engagement  for  Wednesday  and  Thursday,  but  I 
shall  be  in  Atlantic  City  on  Friday,  Saturday,  and  Sunday,  and  will  remain 
there  all  the  following  week  if  Mr.  Gardner  desires  me  to  do,  so. 

There  have  been  several  attacks  of  this  kind  made  in  the  labor  unions  which 
did  not  leak  out  to  yourself  and  Mr.  Gardner,  but  this  is  the  first  time  that  I 
have  noticed  they  have  come  out  in  the  public  prints.  The  attacks  that  have 
been  made  heretofore  have  not  amounted  to  a  row  of  pins,  so  I  can  not  under- 
stand why  you  should  be  alarmed  about  Pierce. 

If  I  had  not  made  arrangements,  I  certainly  would  be  in  Atlantic  on  Wednes- 
day and  Thursday,  but  assure  Mr.  Gardner  that  I  shall  remain  in  his  district 
from  the  second  to  the  tenth,  and  during  this  time  I  shall  be  glad  to  meet  both 
yourself  and  your  Congressman  concerning  matters  in  his  district. 

The  Chairman.  Is  3887,  3888  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Joy  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Joy  seems  to  have  gotten  a  cookbook,  too. 
The  Chairman.  He  says : 

My  Dear  Mr.  Joy  :  All  through  the  last  session  of  Congress  I  sent  you  numer- 
ous documents  along  with  the  Congressional  Record;  also  a  United  States  map. 

You  seem  to  have  been  sending  out  a  great  many  documents. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  Under  whose  frank  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Under  the  franks  of  Mr.  McDermott,  Mr.  Fair- 
child,  and  Mr.  Gardner,  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

The  Chairman.  Is  No.  3889  a  letter  from  Mr.  Selby  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3800  a  letter  from  you  to  the  President  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that : 

My  Dear  Mr.  President  :  This  organization  and  two  hundred  and  forty  others 
which  affiliate  with  it  under  the  heading  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense,  has  been  for  the  past  several  months  taking  an  active  part  in  tbis 
present  campaign  through  the  Nation.  We  have  in  one  organization  over 
47.000  manufacturers,  and  a  large  majority  of  those  are  active  supporters  of 
your  administration. 

I  am  sending  this  letter  asking  for  an  interview  for  our  general  manager, 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  and  your  humble  servant,  feeling  that  it  will  be  a  great  help 
to  have  a  number  of  the  leaders  of  the  manufacturing  associations  in  touch 
with  the  leaders  of  our  party  throughout  the  country  in  the  present  crisis,  80 
this  organization  would  take  it  as  a  great  honor  if  you  would  grant  an  interview 
to  Mr.  John  Philip  Kird  and  the  writer  of  this  letter. 

Closing  with  great  respect. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  a  reply  from  Mr.  Taft  to  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  did.  sir:  from  his  secretary.  The  let- 
ter  will  show,  I  think.    I  know  I  got  a  reply. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  see  the  original  of  No.  3891  before  it  is 
handed  to  the  witness. 

Senator  Nklson.  There  seems  to  be  some  of  it  omitted  in  the  print. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  newspaper  people  had  it  folded  up,  this  way 
[indicating),  and  omitted  the  first  paragraph. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby,  addressed  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  it  from  the  original. 
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(Senator  Walsh  here  read  in  full  No.  3891.) 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  first  part  ought  to  be  printed, 
as  it  is  personal. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  we  have  in  the  print  is  sufficient. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  a  reference  to  the  cookbook,  bound  and 
"  gilded." 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  that  ought  to  go  in. 

(The  indicated  portions  of  the  letter  are  as  follows:) 

I  wnnt  to  say  right  now  that  Uncle  Sam's  cookbook,  which  you  said  was 
inclosed  In  separate  package,  has  been  received.  Mrs.  Klrby  will  acknowledge 
the  receipt  to  Mrs.  Mulhall,  who,  I  assume,  is  responsible  for  the  sending  of  it 
In  the  meantime,  I  extend  my  thanks  to  both  of  you,  not  only  for  the  book 
itself,  but  for  the  extra  manner  in  which  it  is  bound  and  "gilded."  I  shaU 
probably  never  see  inside  of  it  myself.  Mrs.  Kirby  has  glanced  through  it 
and  pronounces  it  a  very  valuable  household  adjunct. 

I  note  copies  of  your  letters  of  the  26th  to  Messrs.  Bird  and  Watson,  in  the 
contents  of  which  I  am  greatly  interested,  yet  I  feel  constrained  to  again 
remind  you  of  the  danger  of  putting  too  much  on  paper.  I  have  been  expressly 
impressed  with  this  thought  since  having  my  grip  put  off  at  Columbus  by  a 
porter  while  I  was  bound  for  New  York,  the  grip  contained  a  package  of 
correspondence,  among  which  was  copies  of  your  reports  from  Atlantic  City, 
which  would  have  made  interesting  reading  had  the  papers  happened  to  have 
gotten  into  some  particular  person's  hands.  I  shall  at  all  times  be  glad  to 
hear  from  you,  but  I  suggest  that  you  be  careful  about  going  into  details  as 
to  your  maneuvers,  which,  as  a  rule,  can  best  be  reported  verbally  to  Mr.  Bird. 

I  have  had  several  letters  from  Messrs.  Schwedtman  and  Emery,  and  they 
report  fine  progress. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  ask  you  about  that  cookbook.  How 
many  of  those  bound  and  gilded  morocco  copies  were  there?  Were 
they  all  that  way? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  there  were  50  sent  out  that  way,  Senator, 
altogether. 

The  Chairman.  Under  one  frank? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  No;  they  were  sent  out  separately,  to  different  per- 
sons. 

The  Chairman.  You  sent  out  50  bound  morocco  gilded  cookbooks? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  that  was  about  the  number.  I  am  not 
sure.  A  witness  who  will  follow  me  will  tell  you  that  better  than 
I  can. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  is  a  matter  somebody  ought  to  in- 
quire into.  Can  vou  recall  who  furnished  those  50  morocco-bound 
and  gilded  copies? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Who? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  James  T.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  Printing  Office  did  it  at  his  instance? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Colonel,  do  you  recall  what  particular  reports  of 
yours  those  are  that  are  referred  to  in  this  letter,  "  copies  of  your 
reports  from  Atlantic  City"? 

When  wore  vou  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  T  am  not  clear  on  that.  If  you  will  look  at  the 
date  of  the  letter  I  might  tell  you. 

Senator  Walsh.  When  were  you  at  Atlantic  City? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  made  several  trips  on  and  off.  Senator,  all 
through  that  summer. 
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The  Chairman.  That  is  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Sir  :  The  President  has  received  your  letter  of  August  30,  and  will 
be  glad  to  see  you  and  Mr.  Bird  on  Monday  afternoon,  September  12.  Please 
come  to  the  President's  offices,  at  91  Lothrop  Street,  which  is  on  the  water  front 
nearly  opiwsite  the  Fairfax  Hotel. 

Very  truly,  yours,  C.  D.  Norton, 

Secretary  to  the  President. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3893  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3892. 
Is  No.  3894  a  letter  that  vou  received  from  J.  Adam  Bede  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  one  to  Mr.  Bede  that  was  read  yesterday. 
Senator  Reed.  Yes.    This  letter  is  dated  Macon,  Mo.,  August  31, 
1910,  and  I  will  read  this : 

Yours  of  August  26  to  hand  here,  where  I  am  on  a  Chautauqua  circuit.  I 
finish  this  work  next  Sunday.  September  4,  and  may  jump  over  into  Maine  for 
the  close  of  the  campaign  there.  As  yet  I  have  made  no  promises  for  the  fall 
campaign,  and  would  be  glad  to  do  anything  possible  to  aid  the  cause  in  Massa- 
chusetts. Anything  to  my  home,  Pine  City,  Minn.,  will  reach  me;  and  if  I  go 
to  Maine  I  will  see  Mr.  Hatfield  in  Boston. 

No.  3895  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3894. 

The  next  is  3896,  3897.  That  is  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  Parry,  is 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter : 

I  want  to  thank  you  for  your  kind  remembrance  and  sending  Mrs.  Parry  a 
copy  of  •*  Uncle  Sam's  Cook  Book."  This  she  would,  no  doubt,  be  only  too 
happy  to  thank  you  for  herself,  but  the  fact  is  that  she  is  in  Europe  with  part 
of  the  family,  and  I  do  not  look  for  her  to  return  until  some  time  the  latter 
part  of  this  month. 

I  don't  get  down  to  Washington  very  often,  as  you  know,  but  you  can  rest 
assured  that  when  I  do  come  it  would  be  a  great  pleasure  for  me  to  pull  your 
latchstring. 

I  want  to  compliment  you  on  the  work  yon  have  accomplished  in  reference 
to  Nichols  and  Pearre.  You  certainly  did  both  great  and  good  work,  and  are 
entitled  to  great  credit.     I  have  read  the  clippings  with  much  interest. 

Now.  as  to  my  friend  Beveridge,  I  can  not  account  for  a  lot  of  things  that  he 
does.  hut.  as  I  have  personally  told  him.  if  he  does  not  change  his  tactics  he 
is  dead  sure  to  lose  out. 

No.  3898  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr.  Shreve.  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Keed.  I  think  that  is  unimportant,  although  the  inclosure 
might  be  important. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  newspaper  clipping  about  the  Bucks 
Stove  &  Range  Co. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     I  will  read  this : 

St.  Ijons.  Mo..  September  3. 

Charles  \V.  Post,  cereal  manufacturer  of  Baltic  Creek.  Mich.,  who  has  waged 
relentless  war  on  organized  lal»or  for  many  years,  filed  suit  in  the  Federal  court 
here  this  afternoon  to  enjoin  the  American  Federation  of  Liibor  and  the  Buck's 
Stove  and  Ilangc  Co.  from  carrying  out  an  agreement  to  make  the  St.  Louis 
company  a  "closed  shop." 

In  behalf  of  the  Buck's  company,  Post  asks  judgment  for  $75,000,  alleged  to 
be  treble  the  amount  of  damages  suffered  by  union  labor's  boycott  against  the 
company.     Samuel  (tampers  is  here. 

3800,  3000  is  an  account  that  you  rendered  to  this  association,  is 

it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Look  at  that  account  and  see  if  there  is  any  item 
there  in  reference  to  any  money  advanced  by  vou  to  Congressman 
McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  your  attention  to  this  item : 

Aug.  27.  Paid  to  two  tabor  workers  for  salary  and  expenses  for  one  week  for 
services  rendered  and  information  furnished  in  New  Jersey  district,  $80. 

Who  were  those  two  men  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  Mr.  Feeney  and  his  workers. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  two  items  there.  The  next  is  Sep- 
tember 3.  That  one  was  on  August  27.  Did  you  pay  both  to  Mr. 
Feeney  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  did  you  pay  the  money  to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  generally  used  to  meet  him"  in  the  Continental 
Hotel  in  Philadelphia. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  paid  it  to  him  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  check  or  in  cash  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  cash  always. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  the  one  that  distributed  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  any  of  that  money  used  to  furnish  money 
for  Mr.  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  not  that  I  am  aware  of  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  the  preceding  page  of  this  same  account  there 
is  the  following  item : 

Aug.  31.  Paid  to  one  party  worker  for  entertaining  friends  while  doing  or- 
ganization work,  $11.50. 

Who  was  that  to  whom  you  made  that  payment? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  My  mind  is  not  clear  upon  that. 
Senator  Nelson.  You  are  sure  that  you  paid  it  to  somebody? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  sure  that  it  was  paia ;  yes. 
Senator  Nelson.  Are  these  dates  of  payments  that  you  have  given 
in  the  account  correct  dates,  so  far  as  vou  know  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  the  payments  were  made? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  I  notice  on  the  next  page  the  following  item: 

Aug.  6.  Incidental  expenses  from  August  25  to  September  6,  $17. 

Then,  also  the  following : 

Aug.  0.  Personal  expenses  from  August  2o  to  September  6,  .$134.65. 

Those  seem  to  be  for  incidental  and  personal  expenses. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Incidental  expenses  included  postage  and  telephone 
and  other  things. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  all  personal  expense? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  any  part  of  that  that  might  have  been 
used  in  the  wav  of  monev  loaned  or  advanced  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No:  not  at  that  time,  because  I  was  not  in  touch 
with  Mr.  McDermott  at  that  time,  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Senator  Reed.  3901-3907  is  a  duplicate  of  3899,  3900. 
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Is  3908,  3909  a  copy  of  another  account  that  you  rendered  to  this 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
#  Senator  Reed.  That  is  dated  September  18,  1910,  and  I  call  atten- 
tion to  the  last  two  items  of  the  account : 

Sept  6  to  IS.  Paid  out  for  labor,  $190.00. 
Sept  6  to  18.  Personal  expenses,  $173.35. 

That  is  a  total  of  the  amount.    It  covers  the  whole  account,  bring- 
ing that  together,  and  the  total  of  those  two  is  $363.35. 
Senator  Nelson.  I  find  an  item  as  follows: 

Sept.  9.  Paid  to  two  labor  workers  for  one  week,  salary  and  expenses,  for  in- 
formation furnished  and  services  rendered  in  the  second  New  Jersey  dls~ 
trict,  $80. 

Who  were  those  two  labor  workers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  is  Mr.  Feeney's  work. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  the  money  to  him  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  will  not  say  that  it  was  paid  on  that  exact 
date.    I  will  say  that  it  was  due  on  that  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  paid  it  to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  paid.  It  would  be  paid ;  because  as  I  stated 
to  you  yesterday,  I  never  made  up  those  accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  the  next  page,  toward  the  last  part  of  your 
account,  there  is  this  item : 

Sept.  17.  Paid  to  two  party  workers  for  one  week's  salary  and  expenses  for 
services  rendered  and  information  furnished  in  the  second  New  Jersey  dis- 
trict, $80. 

Was  that  paid  to  Feeney  also  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  same  manner? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  a  pretty  expensive  district,  or  Feeney  was 
an  expensive  man  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  I  thought  he  was  an  extremely  cheap  man. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there  any  item  in  this  account  relating  to  the 
money  that  you  loaned  to  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  at  that  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  Or  anv  of  the  money  that  you  advanced  to  Mc- 
Michael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3910  is  an  account  from  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  3911.  3912  is  another  account. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  render  that  account  just  referred  to  by  the 
chairman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention,  witli  reference  to  the  last 
account,  and  the  item  of  the  17th  to  which  attention  was  directed,  $80 
to  Mr.  Feeney.  to  the  fact  that  the  second  item  after  that  in  this  bill 
is  for  "Transportation  from  Philadelphia  to  Baltimore  bv  mileage, 
chair,  $0.r>0." 

In  regard  to  No.  3911  this  same  item,  "paid  to  labor  workers, 
$80. v  appears,  and  it  appears  again  on  the  17th.  That  is  a  duplicate 
of  the  previous  account,  is  it  not? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  As  a  rule  the  accounts  were  made  out  in  handwrit- 
ing and  then  on  the  typewriter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  a  substantial  duplicate  of  the  ac- 
count that  we  have.  That  is,  3911,  3912  appears  to  be  a  practical 
duplicate  of  3908,  3909. 

The  Chairman.  The  totals  are  the  same. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  it  is.  I  noticed  those  two  items.  I  think 
we  should  have  but  one  account. 

The  Chairman.  Strike  it  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  that  should  be  stricken  out. 

No.  3913  is  a  letter  marked  u  Confidential "  and  addressed  to  Mr. 
John  G.  Shreve.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  you  or  by  some- 
body else? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  was  written  by  me  to  Mr.  Shreve. 

Senator  Walsh.  T  think  there  is  nothing  of  consequence  in  that. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  3914-3916. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  there  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  this  one  paragraph,  which  I  have  marked. 
Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  received  from  James  E.  Watson? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  an  original  letter  from 
Mr.  Watson  to  myself. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  much  of  it: 

I  suggest  thnt  you  have  Senator  Crane,  or  the  Member  of  Congress  from  the 
district  in  which  you  want  me  to  speak,  write  the  congresional  campaign  com- 
mittee and  ask  to  have  me  assigned. 

Senator  Reed.  And  also  this  other  phrase: 

I  have  just  returned  from  a  campaign  trip  through  Missouri  and  Oklahoma 
with  the  Vice  President,  and  on  next  TucFday  I  am  to  speak  at  Utica.  his  home 
town;  on  Wednesday  at  Otsego,  in  Fair-child's  district,  and  on  Thursday  at 
Pottsville.  Pa. 

Were  you  trying  to  have  Mr.  Watson  put  into  certain  districts  at 
that  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  had  written  him  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  3917. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  letter  from  Mr.  Henry  B.  Joy  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Joy  to  me! 

Senator  Reed  That  letter  is  as  follows: 

(3917.) 

Packard  Motor  Car  Co., 

Detroit,  Mich,  Sept.  15,  JVIO. 
Mr.  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

170  Broadway,  A7e?r  York  City. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Mulhall:  I  sincerely  appreciate  your  very  kind  letter  of 
August  30.  I  wish  very  much  that  I  could  give  you  a  better  report  from  Michi- 
gan. Things  politically  in  Michigan  are  in  what  you  might  call  a  state  of  abso- 
lute chaos.  We  lose  Senator  Burrows,  and  Representative  Townsend  takes  his 
place  in  the  Senate.  I  feel  that  there  is  a  new  era  on  the  carpet  in  politics  of 
this  country.  The  action  of  the  Buck  Stove  and  Range  Company  was  a  very 
strange  sequence  to  the  past  history  of  that  company.  The  insurgents  gener- 
ally seem  to  be  in  the  saddle. 

I  certainly  appreciate  Uncle  Sam's  Cook  Book,  and  I  know  Mrs.  Joy  will.  I 
shall  take  very  great  pleasure  in  handing  it  to  her  upon  her  return. 
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As  to  the  future  in  Washington,  I  feel  that  it  is  a  most  discouraging  proposi- 
tion to  endeavor  to  keep  up  a  fight  under  existing  conditions;  yet  I  see  nothing 
else  to  do  but  to  do  the  best  we  ran.  I  am  very  anxious  to  have  a  talk  with  the 
other  members  of  our  board  of  directors  at  an  early  date. 

Wishiug  you  all  possible  success,  I  remain, 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  Hlnry  B.  Joy. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  Mr.  Joy? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  one  of  the  directors  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  and,  I  believe,  president  of  a  motor-car 
company  in  Detroit,  Mich. 

Senator  Eeed.  No.  3918  is  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Shreve  to 
you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).     Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  the  Hampton  referred  to  in  this  letter? 
It  speaks  of  the  "  Hampton  nomination." 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  context  so  that  you  may  know 
about  it: 

I  am  inclosing  you  one  of  the  circulars  I  showed  you  Tuesday  and  also  a 
clipping  from  the  Philadelphia  Record  of  to-day.  It  is  too  early  in  the 
game  to  tell  just  how  the  people  will  take  the  Hampton  nomination.  He  may 
be  strong  in  Bridgeton,  but  I  was  told  by  a  particular  friend  of  his  and  a  dele- 
gate to  the  Republican  State  convention  who  I  met  in  Trenton  that  he  saw 
Hampton  last  week  and  asked  him  wln.t  he  expected  of  him  if  he  (Hampton) 
was  nominated  against  Gardner,  and  he  said,  "Do  not  knock  me  too  hard,  but 
be  as  easy  as  you  can.  as  I  do  not  care  for  the  i>osition,  but  would  like  to  make 
a  good  showing." 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  Mr.  Gardner's  opponent  that  year. 

Senator  Nelson.  Republican  or  Democratic? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Democratic. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  an  account  of  it  in  the  Philadelphia 
Record,  which  follows  next  in  the  print. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  the  campaign  matter  at  the  close  of 
it  ought  to  be  read.    That  is  as  follows : 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  for  Speaker  Cannon  both  in  caucus  and  in  House 
at  organization  of  House  March.  1910. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  with  Tammany  and  Cannon  snme  day  against 
revision  old  rules. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  with  Cannon  against  Norris  resolution  on  re- 
organization Rules  Committee. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  against  removing  Cannon  from  Speakership. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  for  rule  to  prevent  roll  call  in  House  on  sepa- 
rate schedule  tariff  hill 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  against  free  lumber. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  dodged  vote  on  taking  duty  off  oil. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  against  physical  valuation  long  and  short  haul 
clause. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  against  all  progressive  features  of  railroad  bill 
in  Committees  of  Whole. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner,  as  chairman  Labor  Committee,  voted  three  times  in 
two  years  against  reporting  his  own  eight-hour  bill  from  his  own  committee. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  dodged  vote  on  oil  schedule. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  is  charged  as  Standard  Oil  and  Steel  Trust's  lick- 
spittle.    His  acts  in  Congress  confirm  this  charge. 

"What  are  you  wage  earners  and  breadwinners  of  the  second  congressional 
district  going  to  do  about  it? 

I  suppose  that  was  some  campaign  literature  that  was  issued? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  it  was  a  circular  that  Mr.  Shreve  sent  to 
me  to  show  the  kind  of  literature  that  was  being  put  out  against 
Mr.  Gardner. 
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Senator  Nelson.  This  is  part  of  that  article  in  the  Philadelphia 
Record,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  article  from  the  Philadelphia  Record  ought 
to  be  marked.  I  will  mark  it "  3918-A,"  and  this  sheet  which  has  just 
been  read  by  Senator  Walsh 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  not  that  a  part  of  this  article? 

Senator  Reed.  No  ;  it  is  not  a  part  of  the  article.  It  is  a  separate 
sheet.    I  will  mark  that  "  3918-B." 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  I  want  to  know  how  he  got  that.  Where 
did  that  come  from? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  sent  to  me  bv  Mr.  Shreve.  It  was  an  in- 
closure  in  Mr.  Shreve's  letter.  He  used  to  keep  me  posted  on  the 
circulars  and  things  that  were  sent  out. 

Senator   Reed.    You  are   referring  to  the   paper  that  has  been* 
marked  "3918-B"? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3919  is  an  account. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  the  account  that  was  looked  for;  that  Mr. 
Schwedtman  was  asking  about.  I  observe  that  it  is  made  out  to 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  an  account  which  you  sent  to  the  Citizens' 
Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  association  that  Mr.  Schwedtman 
formed  out  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  seems  to  be  an  account  of  expenses  of  speakers 
who  were  going  to  St.  Louis  from  Washington  and  returning. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  that  convention  of  Mr.  Schwedt man's  organi- 
zation ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  a  large  meeting  held  by  Mr.  Schwedtman's  or- 
ganization in  St.  Louis. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  the  name  of  that  organization? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  one  that  he  organized  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3920  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3919. 

3921-3924  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3919? 

Senator  Reed.  Just  one  moment.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  account  No.  3919  shows  the  payment  of  railroad  fare 
for  Mr.  Sherman  and  for  J.  Sloat  Fassett,  and  for  James  A.  Emery 
when  Mr.  Hemenway  did  not  arrive,  and  to  Mr.  Watson  for  his 
transportation,  and  then  there  is  also  a  charge  for  a  long  telegram 
sent  by  Mr.  Sherman  from  Indianapolis  to  Washington.  Generally, 
it  was  for  the  expenses  of  those  people. 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  one  question.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr. 
Schwedtman  sent  you  $250  to  take  care  of  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  evidently  he  was  personally  charged  with 
that  amount  on  the  books  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think  that  was  from 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  invite  your  attention  to  the  letter  he  wrote  some 
time  ago  saying  that  the  treasurer  had  invited  his  attention  to  the 
fact  that  he  was  charged  on  the  books  of  the  company  with  that  $250. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  that  was  the  books  of  his  own  association 
in  St.  Louis. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  the  books  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Associa- 
tion? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  an  association  that  Schwedtman  got  up. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes;  I  understand  that  perfectly. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  refer  to  that,  if  we  can  conveniently 
find  that  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  do  you  recall,  Colonel,  on  what  organiza- 
tion, if  any  organization,  the  check  was  drawn  that  was  sent  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  positive;  I  could  not  be  clear  on  that 
subject.  I  am  not  positive,  but  I  think  it  was  drawn  on  the  Citizens' 
Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  you  think  it  was  a  check  of  that  associa- 
tion  

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  the  expenses  were  kind  of  split.  I  believe 
Mr.  Emery's  expenses  were  paid  by  the  national  association,  and 
I  believe  Mr.  Bird's  by  the  same  organization.  The  others  were  paid 
by  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  you  did  not  include  those  in  this  ac- 
count ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  those  that  were  paid  through  the  national  asso- 
ciation ;  there  was  another  account,  or  those  gentlemen  sent  in  their 
own  accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Emery's  expenses  are  included  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  are. 

Senator  Nelson.  For  ticket  and  stateroom  bought  for  Mr.  Hemen- 
wav  but  used  bv  Mr.  Emerv,  is  one  item. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Hemenway  did  not  go,  and  the  tickets  were 
used  by  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  $35.50  is  charged  for  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  Mr.  Emery's  expenses  were  paid  out  of  this 
item  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  not  that  check  for  those  expenses  drawn  on 
some  bank? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure.     I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  it  a  check  sent  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  a  check  sent  to  me,  I  believe. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  check  was  sent  to  you,  and  you  collected  the 
check  and  disbursed  the  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  have  no  recollection  who  was  the  maker 
of  the  check  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  have  vou  any  recollection  upon  whom  it 
was  drawn,  or  whether  it  was  drawn  on  a  bank? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject,  Senator.  I  might 
tell  you,  maybe,  by  letters  later  on. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  and  if  you  can  refresh  your  memory  and 
give  us  any  information  on  that  point  I  wish  you  would  do  so. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  try  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  While  you  are  looking  for  that  letter,  I  will  go 
on.     No.  3920  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3919. 

3921-3924  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3919. 

No.  3925  is  an  account  and  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  has  all  gone  in. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3926  is  a  telegram  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3927  is  also  an  account  and  is  unimportant. 

The  next  is  3928^  3929. 

Senator  Reed.  Keferring  to  the  other  question,  here  is  the  letter 
now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  in  the  record  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  printed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  This  is  the  original  letter,  3667-3668.  This 
is  Mr.  Schwedtman's  letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  the  second  page 
of  that  letter,  if  I  can  find  it.  I  will  read  a  part  of  it.  It  is  signed 
by  Schwedtman,  although  marked  "  copy  " : 

We  are  working  strenuously  to  make  the  meeting  a  memorable  one.  On  second 
thought  I  felt  that  we  had  better  send  a  little  reminder  to  Vice  President 
Sherman,  and  copy  of  our  note  to  him  is  attached  hereto;  also  copy  of  an 
additional  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  our  friend  Watson  to-day. 

I  am  also  inclosing  herewith  a  check  made  to  your  order  for  $250.  I  sup- 
pose this  is  sufficient  to  bring  the  people  out  here,  and  we  can  talk  further 
expenses  while  you  are  here. 

The  postscript  to  the  letter,  which  is  dated  June  27,  reads : 

Our  treasurer  has  called  my  attention  several  times  to  the  fact  that  check 
which  I  sent  you  in  connection  with  bringing  Mr.  Sherman  and  others  out  here 
is  still  placed  against  my  personal  account  because  there  is  no  report  of  any 
kind.  I  do  not  want  to  worry  you  about  this,  but  if  you  could  conveniently 
make  a  financial  reix>rt  for  our  treasurer  I  would  personally  appreciate  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  letter  in  the  files? 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  in  the  files.  And  the  first  letter  in  regard 
to  this  subject,  I  am  informed,  is  this  letter  dated  April  13,  1910, 
from  Schwedtman: 

Adding  to  my  letter  of  yesterdny,  I  would  like  to  know  whether  you  want 
us  to  send  you  some  money  in  connection  with  your  visit  here? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Senator  Reed,  will  von  not  see  that  thev  are  the 
letters  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis,  an  entirely 
distinct  association,  like  the  board  of  trade,  and  that  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man was  president  of  that  organization? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  has  been  made  clear,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  That  has  been  stated  several  times. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes.  sir.    I  do  not  want  any  confusion  about  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  know  that.  I  had  been  trying  to  confuse  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  thought  you  did  not  understand  it;  I  did  not 
mean  that  you  purposely  did  so. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  also  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  is 
under  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  one  of  the  affiliated  associations? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  In  regard  to  this  letter,  the  first  letter  we  have,  in 
which  Mr.  Schwedtman  writes  and  says  probably  there  ought  to  be 
some  expenses  sent,  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association,  but  it  is  signed  "  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman,  president,"  and 
the  name  of  the  president  shown  on  the  letterhead  is  "Ferd.  C. 
Schwedtman  " — that  is,  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  St. 
Louis. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  one  he  organized  out  there.  He  is 
the  president  of  that  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Now,  the  next  one  has  no  letterhead,  but  is 
signed  "Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman,  president,"  and  that  is  the  one  in 
which  he  sends  the  $250.  The  third  letter,  the  one  in  which  he  calls 
Mr.  Mulhall's  attention  to  the  failure  to  pay,  is  on  the  letterhead 
of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense.  In  that  Mr. 
Schwedtman  appears  as  secretary,  and  he  signs  the  letter  simply 
"  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman." 

Senator  Walsh.  He  says,  "  Our  treasurer  has  called  my  attention 
several  times."  Presumably,  the  treasurer  of  the  National  Council 
for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suppose  we  will  get  no  further  on  that  until  we 
get  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

3928,  3929  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Cox,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  the  last  paragraph  is  the  only  one  you 
need  read. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this : 

I  was  greatly  pleased  over  the  defeat  of  O'Connell  and  Keliher,  and  though 
it  is  a  fact  that  Curley  is  worse  than  O'Connell  and  Murray  not  nearly  as  able 
as  Keliher,  yet  it  is  more  than  possible  that  Curley  will  be  beaten  by  the  Re- 
publican candidate  and  a  gain  made  there.  Peters  in  the  11th  district  barely 
won  out,  and  he  can  be  beaten  by  the  Republican  candidate  if  any  sort  of  effort 
is  made  to  do  it. 

Who  were  they  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Two  Members  of  Congress  from  Massachusetts. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  all  of  this  letter,  as  I  think  it  is  im- 
portant : 

Your  interesting  letter  received,  and  I  have  sent  parts  of  it  to  Chairman  Hat- 
field, of  the  State  committee.  I  am  in  hopes  that  we  can  organize  at  once  a 
movement  among  business  men  in  this  State,  and  I  have  put  it  up  to  Mr.  Hat- 
field in  a  way  which  I  think  will  interest  him  and  persuade  him  to  take  action 
along  this  line. 

Then  follows  the  paragraph  which  I  have  already  read.  The  last 
paragraph  is  as  follows : 

I  am  very  much  more  hopeful  of  the  election  of  all  but  three  of  the  Repub- 
lican candidates  for  Congress  than  I  am  of  the  reelection  of  Draper.  Either 
Foss  or  Hamlin  will  be  nominated  by  the  Democratic  convention  next  Thurs- 
day, and  Hamlin  will  be  a  stronger  candidate  than  Foss  this  year,  because  he 
will  have  the  labor  vote,  about  one-half  of  which  will  not  go  to  Foss. 

Wishing  you  success  in  New  Jersey,  and  wherever  else  you  may  use  your 
talents,  I  am, 

Yours,  very  truly,  Alfred  E.  Cox. 

Who  was  Alfred  E.  Cox  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers.    He  was  the  general  business  manager  of  the' At- 
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lantic  Iron  Works.  Also,  he  has  been  treasurer  for  about  20  years 
of  the  Massachusetts  State  Republican  committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  Foss  referred  to  here  Gov.  Foss,  of  Mas- 
sachusetts ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  he  a  candidate  for  Congress  then? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  he  was  a  candidate  for  governor,  I  think. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  Mr.  Hamlin  was  running  against  him  in 
the  primaries  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  O'Connell  and  Keliher  were  what — were  they 
Democratic  candidates  for  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  who  was  Curley  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  candidate  running  in  the  primaries 
against  O'Connell. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  was  elected  and  is  a  Member  of  Congress 
now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  he  a  Democrat  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  3930,  3931  is  the  next. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Foraker, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mi4.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  paragraph : 

When  I  met  you  on  the  train  coming  from  Boston  last  month 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  first  paragraph  should  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.    I  will  read  it  all. 

(Senator  Reed  read  in  full  3930,  3931.) 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  3932,  3933. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Cox? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  important  in  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  so.  It  contains  the  details  of  his 
work  in  Massachusetts. 

Senator  Reed.  The  only  thing  important  about  it  is  this:  If  the 
colonel  is  cross-examined  as  we  go  along,  it  is  not  fair  unless  he  has 
the  correspondence.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  cross-examined;  I  mean 
examined. 

Is  No.  3934  a  copy  cf  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Shreve  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  much : 

I  have  been  hugely  disappointed  at  not  hearing  from  yon  for  the  past  two 
weeks.  It  must  be  that  yon  and  Mr.  Gardner  are  entirely  content  with  the 
situation  in  his  district  for  yon  have  not  written  me  a  line  since  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  seeing  you  in  Trenton  on  the  22d  of  last  month. 

Who  was  Mr.  Shreve  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Gardner's  private  secretary,  and  secretary  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3935,  3936  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Shreve? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes.  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  is  upon  the  letterhead  of  Shreve's  Steamship 
Agency.    This  reads : 

In  reply  to  your  letter  of  October  the  5th,  would  say  that  I  wrote  you  a 
letter  since  I  saw  you  in  Trenton 

Senator  Walsh.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  he  is  just  telling  what  th* 
political  outlook  in  that  district  is. 
Senator  Reed.  Very  well.    I  will  read  this,  however : 

I  have  a  personal  letter  from  a  Brldgeton  party  stating  that  one  Joseph  A. 
McQuigg,  who  is  working  in  the  glass  works  at  Cape  May  Court  House,  ilk- 
forms  the  writer  that  quite  a  lot  of  the  workmen  there  are  very  much  dissatis- 
fied with  the  party  in  general,  speaking  of  the  national  end  of  it,  and  if  you  have 
anyone  in  that  neighborhood  it  would  probably  be  well  to  have  them  investi- 
gate and  see  what  will  be  necessary  to  change  their  views. 

Mr.  McQuigg  himself  is  all  right  and  can  be  located  at  the  Hotel  Bellevue, 
Cape  May  Court  House.  I  think  missionary  work  would  do  more  good  than  a 
brass  band  meeting. 

Who  was  Mr.  McQuigg,  if  you  remember  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Gardner 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  part  of  the  letter  which  I 
have  read.    You  say  he  was  in  opposition,  to  Mr.  Gardner  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  party  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Gardner  at 
that  time,  as  the  letter  states. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  he  informed  the  writer.  He  had  given  this 
information,  anyway,  to  Mr.  Shreve? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3937,  3938  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to 
Henry  B.  Joy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  from  that : 

We  have  now  started  an  active  campaign  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district 
after  the  scalp  of  William  Hughes,  who  headed  the  labor  lobby  in  Washington 
last  winter,  and  I  feci  that  we  have  a  very  good  chance  to  defeat  him  at  the 
election  in  November. 

1  Tiote  what  you  say  about  the  loss  of  Senator  Burrows,  Representative  Town- 
send  taking  his  place.  I  feel  this  will  be  a  pain  to  us  instead  of  a  loss,  for 
Senator  Burrows  had  gotten  so  old  that  he  had  been  of  very  little  service  to  us 
in  the  Senate,  and  for  the  past  two  years  Mr.  Townsend,  who  will  take  his 
place,  hrs  been  an  active  friend  of  ours.  lie  was  inclined  to  be  an  insurgent 
rt  the  first  session  of  the  Sixty-first  Congress,  but  last  winter  he  changed  com- 
pletely over  and  we  found  him  a  very  useful  friend,  and  I  feel  positive  that  ho 
will  continue  so.  From  the  outlook  now  I  feel  that  we  will  be  ]>erfectly  safe 
from  any  rabid  class  legislation  next  winter,  and  even  if  we  do  lose  the  next 
House,  we  have  a  large  host  of  Democratic  friends  who  I  feel  positive  we  can 
fall  back  upon. 

T  send  you  this  information  particularly  on  account  of  the  last  clause  in  your 
letter,  wherein  you  state  that  it  looked  to  you  a  most  discouraging  proposition 
to  endeavor  to  keep  up  a  fight  under  the  existing  conditions,  and  that  you  were 
anxious  to  have  a  talk  with  the  other  members  of  our  board  of  directors  at  an 
early  date.  I  am  doing  my  best  to  convince  our  members  that  the  situation 
does  not  look  as  bad  as  you  picture  it,  and  I  feel  very  confident  that  we  will 
meet  with  as  good  success  this  coming  winter  as  we  did  at  the  last  session,  and 
will  have  splendid  fighting  Members  in  the  next  Congress,  and  I  know  with 
their  aid  we  will  meet  with  success. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  read  this  portion  from  that  letter,  which 
Senator  Walsh  did  not  read : 

Most  all  of  our  old  friends  were  renominated,  and  as  I  wrote  you  in  my  letter 
of  August  SO.  we  beat  at  the  primaries  two  active  (Jompers  adherents,  and 
since  that  date  we  have  beaten  two  more  in  the  Boston  districts.  Mr.  Keliher 
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and  Mr.  O'Connell.  Gompers  made  several  speeches  for  O'Connell  in  Boston 
In  the  primaries  last  month,  and  in  addition  to  this  O'Connell  made  his  canvass 
solely  on  his  labor  record,  and  he  was  the  worst  beaten  Democrat  that  has 
made  a  fight  in  the  East  this  fall.  These  two  men  were  always  active  labor 
agitators  against  us,  fighting  everything  we  wanted  done  in  Washington,  so 
this  makes  four  of  Gompers's  workers  that  we  will  not  have  to  contend  with  in 
the  next  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  3939,  3940  is  a  duplicate  of  3937,  3938. 
3941,  3942  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Parry. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  in  substance  the  same  as  the  one  just  read. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is,  in  substance ;  and  then  this  is  added : 

I  have  been  putting  up  a  very  stiff  fight  against  Keliher  and  O'Connell,  and 
am  very  proud  to  rei>ort  that  both  those  men  were  beaten  in  the  primaries  held 
on  the  28th  ult.,  so  this  makes  four  very  rabid  labor  agitators  that  we  have 
beaten  this  summer  since  the  campaign  started. 

We  are  now  putting  up  a  very  active  and  vigorous  fight  against  William 
Hughes,  of  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district,  who  led  the  labor  lobby  last  winter 
and  who  published  in  the  Congressional  Record  letters  of  thanks  he  received 
from  Gompers  and  other  labor  agitators,  and  I  am  almost  positive  we  will  beat 
Hughes  at  the  coming  election  this  November. 

******* 

I  am  sending  you  this  information  in  answer  to  your  letter,  believing  it  will 
be  good  news  to  you,  and  if  you  feel  like  replying  to  this  I  would  be  greatly 
pleased  if  you  could  send  me  any  information  concerning  Beveridge's  campaign, 
and  if  it  is  necessary  I  would  like  to  write  to  several  workers  I  know  out  in 
your  city  who  I  think  would  vote  against  Beveridge  in  the  November  election. 

Is  No.  3943  a  letter  from  Mr.  Foraker? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this.     [Reading:] 

Cincinnati,  October  7,  1910. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

No.  SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

Dear  Colonel  :  I  write  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  October  5, 
and  to  thank  you  for  giving  me  the  information  it  Imparts.  I  hope  you  will 
be  successful  in  your  work  of  organization  in  our  State.  A  few  days  ago  I 
met  Mr.  O.  V.  Parish,  of  Hamilton.  I  told  him  about  giving  you  the  name  of 
Mr.  Hooven.  He  told  me  that  Mr.  Hooven  is  in  Europe  and  that  he  will  prob- 
ably not  return  until  near  election  day.  He  told  me  to  give  you  the  name  of 
James  K.  Cullen.  He  is  president  of  one  of  the  largest  manufacturing  com- 
panies of  their  city. 

I  have  not  yet  seen  Mr.  Kirby,  but  I  will  be  glad  to  see  him  any  time. 

It  is  early  to  predict  what  the  election  result  will  be,  but  according  to  the 
advices  I  am  receiving  Harding  will  be  elected. 

Hastily  but  very  truly,  yours,  etc.,  J.  B.  Foraker. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  3944. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Shreve? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this: 

Following  up  my  letter  of  the  Gth.  would  say  that  in  the  previous  letter  sent 
you  after  I  saw  you  in  Trenton,  addressed  to  170  Broadway,  New  York,  was 
one  of  the  circulars,  a  copy  of  which  I  showed  you  in  Trenton.  I  am  also  in- 
closing you  another  copy  of  the  same  circular,  of  which  10,000  have  been  printed 
and  will  be  circulated  throughout  the  district,  under  agreement  arranged  be- 
tween Mr.  Riddle  and  the  Central  Labor  Organization  of  Atlantic  City  at  the 
meeting  held  last  night. 

Who  was  Mr.  Riddle? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  worker,  I  believe,  that  Mr.  Shreve  had 
there  on  his  staff. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  further  : 

I  understand  that  Mr.  Goinpers  has  issued  an  oflieial  circular  threatening  to 
expel  from  any  labor  organization  any  member  who  does  not  follow  his  dictation 
In  political  matters.  I  was  told  last  night  by  the  president  of  the  Bricklayers' 
Union  that  this  union,  having  over  200  members,  has  withdrawn  from  the  Cen- 
tral Organization.  I  also  understand  that  a  great  many  members  of  the  other 
unions  say  that  if  Mr.  Goinpers  attempts  to  enforce  his  threats  that  there  will  be 
a  disorganization  of  the  unions  in  many  parts  of  the  country. 

I  think  the  launching  of  Mr.  Riddle  in  the  congressional  campaign  will  be 
more  detrimental  to  the  Democratic  candidate  than  Congressman  Gardner. 
Riddle  ran  once  before  for  Congress,  in  the  Perry-Gardner  contest,  and  only 
received  1,200  votes  in  the  whole  district. 

Does  that  give  you  any  further  light  on  Mr.  Riddle? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  any  further;  only  from  interviews  with  Mr. 
Shreve,  that  he  was  in  reality  to  take- votes  away  from  the  other  party. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  No.  3945,  which  is  a  copy  of  an  expense 
account,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  an  item  under  the  date  of  the 
6th  of  October,  about  the  fourth  item,  as  follows : 

Paid  to  Mr.  Geo.  Burke,  collector  of  internal  revenue  at  Paterson,  to  be  paid  to 
Mr.  James  Hand,  editor  of  the  Evening  News,  and  for  salary  for  one  assistant  in 
6ffice  to  help  him  (Mr.  RurkeK  $45. 

Did  you  pay  that  money  and  for  those  purposes  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  also  call  attention  to  this  item : 

Oct.  7.  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  Silk  Weavers'  Union  for  services  rendered, 
$80. 

Did  you  pay  that  money  to  a  member  of  the  Silk  Weavers'  Union? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  he  to  do? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  Hughes  fight  in  1910.  He  was  get- 
ting information  from  the  shops  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  he;  wThat  was  his  name? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Paul  something,  I  am  not  quite  clear  on  his  last 
name.    I  think  that  other  letters  will  clear  it  up. 

Senator  Nelson.  Try  to  refresh  your  memory:  and  if  it  comes 
back  to  you,  give  his  name. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  I  also  see  this  item: 

Oct.  7.  Paid  to  the  proprietor  of  the  Hotel  Manhattan  for  use  of  roll-top 
desk,  during  campaign.  $10. 

Did  you  go  in  there  and  open  a  sort  of  headquarters,  and  have  a 
desk  and  a  place  to  write? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  We  had  two  rooms.  We  had  a  large  banner  out 
in  front  of  the  rooms,  covering  almost  the  entire  corner  of  that 
building,  for  Mr.  McClave. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  they  were  used  for  that  purpose — campaign 
purposes,  and  Mr.  McClave's  headquarters. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  Mr.  McClave  in  those  headquarters  often? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Sometimes  three  or  four  times  a  day;  as  I  stated 
the  other  day — I  will  reiterate  that  statement — generally  at  meal- 
time. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  another  item  here  of  $80.  That  is  Octo- 
ber 8,  paid  to  two  labor  workers  for  salary  and  expenses  for  one 
week  for  information  furnished  and  services  rendered  in  the  New 
Jersey  districts.    Who  were  those  men? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  Mr.  Feeney  and  his  workers. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  it  to  Mr.  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  the  date  stated? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  not  say  that  that  is  the  correct  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  near  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  date  it  was  due. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  paid  it  in  Philadelphia  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  call  attention,  in  connection  with 
that 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  one  general  question  now,  to  save 
my  repeating  it- 
Is  there  in  any  of  these  accounts  that  you  rendered  to  the  asso- 
ciation any  statement  of  the  moneys  you  loaned  or  advanced  to  Mr. 
McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  say  that  without  looking  over  tb« 
accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  thought  it  might  shorten  it,  but  it  does  not. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  shorten  it  without  looking  over  the 
incidental  expenses. 

Senator  Reed  And  in  connection  with  the  question  about  his  pay- 
ing these  two  laborers  in  Philadelphia,  I  call  attention  to  the  second 
item  above,  which  shows  that  on  the  8th  he  has  charged  the  following 
item: 

Transportation  from  Philadelphia  to  Baltimore  by  mileage,  chair,  50  cents. 

So  it  appears  that  he  was  there  about  that  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say  to  the  committee  that  if  the  Collins  let- 
ters were  all  read,  which  were  passed  by 

Senator  Nelson.  What  letters  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Collins's  reports  to  me,  through  those  different 
campaigns.     That  would  clear  this  Feeney  matter  up,  I  think. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  they  in  here  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  they  have  been  passed  by  for  a  long  time, 
now.  I  believe  I  can  furnish  the  committee  with  a  whole  lot  of  other 
Collins  reports  which  I  have  not  brought  over  here. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  better  do  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  take  any  receipts  from  Mr.  Feeney? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  he  would  not  give  me  any  receipts. 

Senator  Nelson  (continuing).  To  show  your  association  that  you 
had  paid  the  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  My  association  did  not  ask  me  to  take 
any  receipts  for  that  class  of  work.  In  fact,  I  had  a  positive  order 
from  one  secretary  of  the  association  not  to  sign  any  checks,  even 
when  they  were  sent  to  me  with  my  own  name,  and  not  to  pay  any 
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checks  to  anybody,  and  it  was  generally  paid  to  me,  through  Cush- 
ing's  administration,  all  in  cash.  They  were  that  particular  about 
getting  receipts  that  they  would  not  let  me  give  any  receipts. 

Senator  Nelson.  Cushing  was  not  with  the  association  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No ;  but  they  went  back  to  the  same  Cushing  system 
about  that  time.  That  was  under  the  Bird  administration — Kirby- 
Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3946  is  unimportant.    It  is  a  hotel  bill. 

No.  3947  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Shreve  to  you. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  should  not  call  it  a  copy.  It  appears  to  be  an 
original.     Is  it  an  original  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  Mr.  Shreve's  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  that  is  Mr.  Shreve's  letter. 

Senator  Reed,  I  will  read  this : 

Since  I  wrote  you  Inst.  Riddle  has  accepted  the  nomination  offered  him  by  the 
labor  people,  but  this  has  not  changed  the  situation  very  much  In  this  district, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  will  have  any  effect  as  to  Gardner's  prospects.  I  am  en- 
closing you  a  clipping  from  to-day's  Philadelphia  Ledger  showing  his  platform. 

I  hope  you  have  more  cheerful  views  than  the  national  committee  has  of  the 
result.     I  just  returned  from  Washington,  and  all  the  interesting  parties  down 
there  seem  to  have  an  idea  that  conditions  have  greatly  improved,  and  that  the 
Republicans  will  gain  many  districts  now  represented  by  Democrats. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

Jno.  G.  Shreve. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  an  article  from  the  Philadelphia 
Record,  spoken  of  before. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     I  notice  in  that  this  curious  statement : 

Councilman  William  Riddle,  of  this  city,  a  wealthy  landowner,  will  be  the 
open  candidate  of  organized  labor  in  the  second  New  Jersey  district  against 
Congressman  John  J.  Gardner. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  is  a  perpetual  candidate  down  there,  I  guess, 
for  political  purposes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  newspaper  clipping 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  your  attention,  Senator,  to  his  letter  of 
acceptance,  in  which  he  says: 

Whilst  I  believe  in  protecting  American  labor,  I  do  not  believe  our  Republic 
can  last  if  we  permit  corporations  like  the  Beef  Trust,  the  Steel  and  Oil 
Trusts  to  go  on  yearly  adding  to  their  enormous  hoardings  at  the  expense  of 
the  people. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  this  newspaper  clipping  ought  to  be 
marked  "  3947-A." 

The  Chairman.  The  clerk  will  so  mark  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Xo.  3948  is  an  account  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  3949,  3950  is  a  copy  of  an  account  rendered  by  you 
to  this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  As  you  look  over  these  accounts,  as  you  go  along, 
if  you  find  any  McDermott  items  please  call  my  attention  to  them, 
will  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so,  Senator. 
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Senator  Nelson.  I  call  attention  to  this  item: 

Oct  14.  Paid  to  one  member  of  silk  weavers'  union  for  services  rendered  and 
information  furnished  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district,  $30. 

Was  that  paid  to  the  man  himself  or  to  Mr.  Feeny  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  that  was  not  paid  to  Mr.  Feeny.    That  was 
in  Hughes's  district.    Feeny  took  but  very  little  interest  in  that  dis- 
trict.   Feeny  was  principally  hired  for  tne  second  New  Jersey  dis- ' 
trict  and  to  help  in  the  first. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  was  paid  to  this  silk  weaver  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  can  not  guess  his  name? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  plainly  to  you,  Senator,  yesterday,  that 
I  did  not  keep  my  own  accounts.    If  you  wish  to  confuse  me 

Senator  Nelson.  No ;  I  do  not  wish  to. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (continuing).  Then  if  you  are  trying — it  seems  that 
you  are-^ — 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (continuing).  I  stated  that  I  did  not  write  those 
accounts ;  that  I  had  the  best  worker  that  I  think  the  Lord  ever  put 
on  earth,  always  with  me,  who  took  the  best  part  of  this  work ;  which 
I  had  implicit  confidence  in  everything  she  would  draw  up. 

Senator  Reed.  But  did  you  deal  with  this  man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  very  seldom  dealt,  sir,  with  the  man  himself. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  deal  with  this  man  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  through  me,  or  through  my  assistants  that 
I  had  at  all  times. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  remember  the  name  of  this  particular 
man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Paul — I  do  remember  his  name,  but  I  can  not  just 
place  it  just  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  moment  ago  you  started  to  give  his  name. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Paul  something. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  thought  that  was  what  you  said. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  I  asked  the  witness  that  question,  to.  try  to 
refresh  his  memory  about  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  must  not  answer  in  that 
way  to  members  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  I  do  not  mind ;  I  do  not  mind  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  be  as  respectful  as  I  can  to  the  gentlemen 
in  this  room,  but 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  mind. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  stated  the  fact  to  him  a  half  a  dozen  times, 
and  unless  he  wants  to  bring  that  up  to  my  memory,  and  so  often 

The  Chairman.  Go  on. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3951  is  a  telegram  you  received  from  Schwedt- 
man? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

Judge  Davenport  is  due  in  Tndpls.  two  fifty  to-day — Vandalia  train — leaving 
St.  Louis  eight  forty-four.  Utmost  importance  you  meet  him  at  station  or 
Claypool  Hotel  and  put  him  in  touch  with  stenographer  who  reported  Indpls. 
Gompers  meeting.    Your  yesterday  report  great.    Regret  our  chiefs  Ititoraafc. 
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does  not  permit  his  or  my  leaving  St.  Louis  to-day.    Our  heartfelt  wishes  for 
success  to-night.    Please  acknowledge  receipt  of  this  telegram  by  wire. 

I  want  to  ask  you  this.  Mr.  Schwedtman  acted  as  secretary  while 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  president  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  at  this  time 
dead.  Did  Mr.  Schwedtman  at  this  time,  which  I  assume  was  in 
October,  1910 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  guess  you  have  got  that  wrong,  Senator.  It  must 
be  in  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  in  among  the  1910  telegrams,  but  I  think  there 
is  nothing  to  indicate  when  that  telegram  ought  to  be  dated. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  ought  to  be  dated  in  1908,  because  when  they 
wanted  that  information  concerning  Davenport,  was  in  the  Watson 
campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  that  telegram  is  out  of  place,  and  it  should 
bear  the  date  October  16, 1908, 1  suppose. 

But  I  will  still  continue  my  question:  After  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
died  do  you  know  whether  or  not  Schwedtman  continued  to  have  any 
direct  connection  in  an  official  capacity  with  the  manufacturers'  asso- 
ciation? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir:  he  was  a  director  of  the  organization,  and 
I  believe  is  still  a  director  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  was  also  at  that  time  the  president  of  this 
association  which  he  had  organized  in  St.  Louis,  wnich  was  known 
as  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  connection  with 
the  National  Industrial  Council 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Do  vou  know  whether  he  had  anv  connection 
with  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  he  had  at  that  time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  He  resigned.  That  will  come  out  later,  Senator. 
He  remained  for  a  while  as  secretary  and  then  resigned. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.     No.  3952  is  what? 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  is  important. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  letter  you  received  from  Oliver  B.  Root! 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  signs  as  secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association  of  St.  Louis,  and  his  name  so  appears  on  the  letterhead 
of  this  letter.    Mr.  Schwedtman  appears  to  oe  president 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  a  letter  which  I 
received  from  Mr.  Root. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  want  to  read  that  letter? 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh  will  read  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

We  are  looking  for  a  lecturer  to  take  the  place  of  Senator  Dolliver.  Can 
you  give  us  the  name  of  any  public  man  now  in  the  lecture  field  who  would 
Indorse  our  work — possibly  a  Democrat? 

now  about  Senator  Gore.  Bob  Taylor,  Chas.  B.  Landis?  Who  would  you 
select  as  the  best  and  most  interesting  lecturer  for  our  course?  How  is  Victor 
Murdock  ? 

You  can  help  us  very  much  if  you  will  tell  us  how  they  are  on  the  labor  ques- 
tion. 

Senator  Reed.  Schwedtman  must  have  been  a  very  up-to-date  man 
if  he  did  not  know  that! 
Is  No.  3953  a  letter  that  you  received  from  John  G.  Shrevet 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  are  several  lines  here  that  I  will  read: 

From  what  I  can  learn  it  looks  as  if  the  Congressman  would  be  expected  to 
settle  the  whole  expense  of  his  campaign.  There  are  two  candidates  in  the 
field  against  him.     I  think  he  is  writing  you  a  letter  to-day. 

Senator  Reed.  3954,  3955  is  a  copy  of  another  account,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there  anything  in  that  account  about  Mc- 
Dermott;  is  there  anything  about  the  money  loaned  to  him  or  ad- 
vanced to  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  see  anything  there. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  this  item : 

October  17.  Paid  to  George  Burke  for  incidental  expenses  which  he  paid  out 
during  week  for  carrying  on  campaign,  $55. 

Who  was  George  Burke? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  collector  of  internal  revenue  at  Paterson, 
N.  J. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  item: 

October  IS.  Paid  to  one  colored  campaign  worker  for  information  received 
and  work  performed,  $5. 

Is  that  a  negro  you  had  to  do  some  work  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  also  this  item: 

October  21.  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  Silk  Weavers'  Union,  $30. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  the  same  man  you  referred  to  before? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  same  man. 

Senator  Walsh.  These  are  all  expenses  that  you  incurred  in  the 
McClave  campaign? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  outside  of  this,  that  there  was  money  sent  in 
to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  in  addition  to  that 
money  Mr.  Bird  put  in  my  hands,  $3,000  from  the  National  Council 
for  Industrial  Defense,  wnich  was  cashed  in  the  Imperial  Hotel  in 
New  York  City  at  three  different  times,  in  the  shape  of  $1,000  checks. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  gave  those  checks  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  he  gave  me  those  checks. 

Senator  Nelson.  Signed  by  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  they  were  signed  by  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  know  on  whom  they  were  drawn? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  them? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  cashed  them  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
•   Senator  Reed.  While  we   are  speaking  about   this  I  think  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ought  to  be  subpoenaed  to 
bring  its  book  of  account  here. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  they  are  under  subpoena  now, 

Mr.  McCarter.  They  are  all  here  now,  Senator.  They  have  been 
in  your  possession  for  two  weeks. 

Senator  Reed.  I  know  there  have  been  some  books  down  there. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  here  the  following  item : 

Oct  21.  Paid  to  Jim  Hand,  editor  of  Paterson  Evening  News,  for  one  week?* 
service  due  this  date,  $30. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  strictly  correct. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  that  for?    What  was  he  doing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  night  editor  of  the  Paterson  Evening  News 
and  a  member  of  the  county  committee.  Mr.  Hand  was  helping  me 
in  that  campaign.  That  was  handed  to  him  for  his  incidental  ex- 
penses, in  a  sense. 

Senator  Nelson.  All  right. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3956  is  another  account. 

Senator,,  Nelson.  Is  there,  in  the  accounts  we  have  just  gone  over, 
anything  in  relation  to  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  see  anything. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  see  here  another  item  of  $80.    It  reads : 

Oct.  15.  Paid  two  labor  workers  for  work  In  second  New  Jersey  district,  $80. 

Was  that  paid  to  Mr.  Feeney,  too? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  dated  the  15th  of  October. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Due  the  15th  of  October,  does  it  not  say,  Senator? 

Senator  Nelson.  No  ;  that  is  the  date  of  the  item.  It  was  paid  at 
that  date. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  not  say  at  that  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  or  about  that  date  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  around  about  that  date. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3956  seems  to  be  an  account  which  precedes  No. 
3954. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  you  not  mixing  the  numbers? 

The  Chairman.  No.  3956  is  a  duplicate,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  duplicate  of  what? 

Mr.  Clopton  (clerk  of  the  committee).  It  is  a  duplicate  of  3949, 
3950. 

The  Chairman.  Strike  it  from  the  record,  then. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3957,  3958  a  duplicate? 

Mr.  Clopton.  No,  sir;  it  is  an  account  of  a  different  date.  There 
are  some  differences. 

Senator  Reed.  3597,  3598  appears  to  be  merely  a  duplicate  of  3594, 
3595.  It  is  another  one  of  the  pencil  memoranda,  and  I  take  it  that 
after  having  been  made  in  pencil  it  was  transcribed,  and  perhaps 
corrected,  and  put  in  the  form  of  a  typewritten  statement,  and  I 
think  the  former  numbers  ought  to  be  stricken  out,  because  they  are 
practically  duplicates. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  $80  item  in 
this  last  account  is  dated  October  22,  while  the  $80  item  in  the  account 
above  is  dated  October  15. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  but  there  may  be  two  of  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  they  different  items? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.    They  are  altogether  different  items. 

Senator  Reed.  3959,  3960  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Foraker,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

My  Dear  Senator:  Your  letter  of  October  7th  was  received  by  me  a  few  days 

ago.    I  have  been  touring  New  Jersey  for  a  number  of  our  friends,  and  on  account 

of  that  did  not  have  the  opportunity  to  answer  your  letter  the  moment   I 

received  it. 

Since  I  received  your  letter  I  have  had  a  lonp  interview  with  our  president, 

Mr.  John  KIrby,  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  he  assured  me  that  he  would  do  his  best 
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lo  get  in  touch  with  you  on  his  return  to  Dayton,  which  I  suppose  was  last 
week.  I  have  been  extremely  anxious  to  have  you  write  Mr.  Kirby  to  meet  you, 
for  he  could  put  in  motion  a  lot  of  machinery  that  would  do  wonderfully  good 
work  for  your  candidate.  Mr.  Harding,  in  Ohio. 

Since  receiving  your  letter  I  have  had  sent  into  Ohio  by  the  officials  of  our 
organization  in  New  York  a  number  of  pamphlets  and  letters,  marked  confiden- 
tial, to  our  active  friends  in  Ohio  to  help  your  candidate  and  to  help  get  a 
Republican  legislature.  I  hope  that  the  work  we  have  done  will  meet  with  good 
results,  and  from  the  latest  advices  we  have  had  from  Ohio  we  feel  that  your 
friend  will  win. 

Senator  Nelson.  Read  the  next  paragraph. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  want  to  offer  you  my  hearty  congratulations  on  the  speech  you  made  show- 
ing up  the  policies  of  our  ex-President.  Theodore  Roosevelt,  and  a  number  of 
the  papers  in  the  East  and  a  large  percentage  of  the  leading  Republicans  also 
feel  as  I  do  upon  this  incident.  They  fully  agree  with  you  that  the  new  nation- 
alism is  rank  treason,  and  I  consider  your  speech  one  of  the  great  efforts  of  your 
splendid  career. 

If  I  can  be  of  any  further  service  please  write  me,  and  if  you  get  a  Republi- 
can legislature  in  Ohio  I  will  think  it  an  honor  to  come  out  there  and  work 
for  you. 

3901,  3962  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Alfred  E. 
Cox,  is  it? 
Mr.  Mn,HAi,L  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  now  to  read  all  of  this. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  so. 
Senatoc  Reed.  I  think,  though,  we  might  read  this  part : 

I  had  a  long  interview  with' Mr.  Coppins  yesterday,  and  he  seemed  to  be  con- 
fident that  Gov.  Draper  would  win.  He  wound  up  by  saying  that  he  and  his 
sons  would  vote  for  the  governor.  Mr.  Coppins  was  unable  to  tell  me  if  our  peo- 
ple made  any  effort  to  raise  funds  for  the  campaign  in  Massachusetts.  I  have 
not  written  to  Chairman  Hatfield  since  I  left  there,  but  will  write  him  a  letter, 
I  think,  to-morrow,  for  I  feel  confident  from  letters  which  I  have  received,  which 
I  would  like  to  show  you.  that  I  could  be  of  some  service  to  you  during  the  last 
week  of  the  campaign  by  putting  actively  to  work  20  or  25  good  workers  among 
the  Knighs  of  Labor  in  your  State.  If  this  meets  with  your  approval,  I  will  be 
glnd  to  volunteer  and  come  Fast  for  a  few  days. 

We  are  having  an  extremely  stiff  fight  on  our  hands  here  in  the  sixth  Xew 
Jersey  district,  which  is  now  represented  in  Congress  by  William  Hughes,  who 
led  the  labor  lobby  in  Washington  last  winter.  We  have  some  hopes  of  success, 
and  I  feel  positive  thrt  if  we  succeed  in  winning  this  fight  it  will  bring  a  great 
deal  of  prestige  to  our  organization,  for  Hughes  nrde  himself  very  con  :pii'iious 
in  Congress  last  winter,  openly  taunting  the  Republican  leaders  concerning  their 
labor  records.  On  that  account  he  is  very  well  known  to  the  Republicans,  as 
well  as  the  Democrats,  and  if  he  is  beaten  principally  on  the  record  he  m-ide  last- 
winter,  it  will  make  others  sit  up  and  take  notice.  Our  principal  difficulty  here 
at  the  present  time  is  the  want  of  funds.  The  candidate  we  are  running  against 
Hughes  is  an  extremely  poor  man  and  is  unable  to  pur  a  dollar  into  the  fight. 

Was  that  McClave? 
Mr.  Mttmtai.l.  Ye?. 
Senator  Reed  (continuing)  : 

And  on  account  of  the  campaign  our  association  is  making  in  other  districts 
We  have  very  little  money  with  which  to  make  an  aggressive  fight.  I  asked 
Mr.  Bird  to  write  you.  thinking  that  you  might  be  able  to  help  us  out.  for  you 
mated  yourself  when  I  was  last  in  Boston  that  ymi  thought  it  was  no  more 
than  right  that  we  should  have  the  money  returned  to  us  which  Mr.  Bird  ad- 
vanced to  help  out  in  the  fight  which  we  made  there  last  summer. 

If  you  could  get  a  few  of  the  le.idiug  manufacturers  in  your  town  to  return 
part  of  the  amount,  which  was  $1,000.  it  would  help  us  wonderfully  in  this 
fight,  and  it  would  be  greatly  appreciated.     If  you  can  do  this.   I  would  like 
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to  have  you  send  the  check  to  Mr.  J.  Philip  Bird,  the  general  manager  of  our 
association. 

Hoping  you  can  aid  us  in  this  most  important  fight,  believe  me  to  bef 
Faithfully,  yours. 


Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  succeed  in  getting  those  20  or  25  work- 
ers from  among  the  Knights  of  Labor? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  go  down  there.  I  did  not  go  there  at 
that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  39G3,  3964  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Shreve, 
or  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

You  speak  about  Mr.  Gardner  writing  me  concerning  the  expenses  of  his 
district.  You  know  that  I  particularly  called  your  attention  to  this  matter 
months  ago  and  told  you  that  I  would  volunteer  my  services  to  go  around  with 
you  and  get  him  all  the  funds  you  needed,  but  you  never  accepted  my  offer 
and  it  is  pretty  late  now  to  talk  about  funds,  for  I  know  that  you  are  aware 
of  the  fact  that  the  national  congressional  committee,  the  State  committee,  and 
county  committees  have  raked  this  State  thoroughly  by  this  time. 

I  wish  you  would  write  me  as  soon  as  you  get  this  letter  and  let  me  know 
what  the  financial  conditions  of  your  district  are,  as  well  as  the  inside  political 
condition.  You  know  I  advised  you  also  to  send  me  letters  that  I  could  show 
our  people  in  the  New  York  office,  but  you  have  never  sent  them  to  me.  I 
suppose  you  overlooked  this,  for  I  feel  that  you  are  like  the  rest  of  us  at  the 
present  time — worked  to  death. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3965-39G7  a  letter  from  Mr.  Shreve  to  you? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that,  as  follows : 

As  to  the  matter  of  expenses,  I  was  talking  to  the  Congressman  some  time 
ago,  and  he  stated  that  in  all  of  his  campaigns  he  has  never  been  fortunate 
enough  to  receive  any  substantial  support  financially  from  outside  of  his  dis- 
trict, and  when  I  wrote  to  you  I  thought  you  understood  that  any  contribu- 
tions would  be  acceptable.  I  did  not  do  so  at  the  request  of  the  Congressman. 
I  do  not  know  the  exact  amount  his  campaigns  cost  him,  but  they  always  run 
up  into  thousands  of  dollars,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  the  campaign 
two  years  ago  cost  him  considerable  over  $10,000,  because  he  had  many 
interests  now  favorable  then  against  him.  Understanding  this,  I  always  do 
all  I  possibly  can  to  keep  down  expenses,  and  contribute  all  my  political  salary 
will  permit.  My  contributions  so  far  in  this  campaign  exceed  $300.  and  from 
present  indications  will  reach  over  $;V0  before  election.  I  only  mention  this 
to  show  you  that  we  try  to  take  care  of  our  own  interests  personally  under 
all  conditions. 

I  have  not  seen  Congressman  Gardner  to  talk  to  him  about  finances  for  more 
than  three  weeks,  for  the  reason  that  he  is  out  in  the  district  most  of  the  time, 
and  I  have  to  remain  here  in  Atlantic  to  lcok  after  this  end  of  it  and  keep 
missionaries  who  do  not  follow  brass  bands  and  attend  mass  meetings  out  in 
the  rural  districts  educating  the  voters. 

Just  at  the  present  time  the  Congressman  is  in  Cape  May  County.  Besides 
the  work  I  am  doing  here  in  Atlantic,  including  sending  out  literature  through- 
out the  district,  I  have  had  over  25.000  documents  sent  out  from  Washington. 

The  conditions  in  Atlantic  County  are  favorable  to  Gardner,  but  there  seems 
to  be  a  disf>osition  to  supi>ort  Wilson  for  governor.  The  same  condition,  I  find, 
exists  in  Cape  May  and  Ocean  Counties.  I  have  been  endeavoring  to  head  it 
off  to  some  extent  in  this  city  and  county,  but  the  voters  claim  that  the  best 
they  can  do  is  to  vote  for  Gardner.  This  refers  particularly  to  the  class  of 
people  who  are  indei>endent  in  their  choice. 

Then  I  think  that  the  postscript  should  be  read.     It  is  as  follows: 

P.  S. — My  opinion  is  that  the  most  valuable  asset  in  a  campaign  is  the  assur- 
ance from  persons  interested  in  national  affairs  that  they  will  guarantee  cer- 
tain results  in  their  particular  localities,  and  if  there  is  any  expense  attached 
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to  producing  the  promised  result  the  money  would  be  expended  under  personal 
supervision  of  the  interested  party  or  parties.  When  the  candidate  handles 
the  money  it  is  Impossible  to  get  it  all  in  proper  hands  to  prevent  leaks,  as  it 
is  impossible  to  investigate  all  cases  personally  when  demands  are  made. 

You  will  notice  that  Riddle  conies  out  as  a  Progressive  Republican,  when  in 
fact  he  was  placed  in  nomination  by  the  labor  unions  as  the  candidate  of 
organized  labor.    He  is  trying  to  ride  two  horses  with  one  out  of  sight. 

I  think  that  is  interesting  as  showing  the  contrast  between  the 
activity  of  Mr.  Gardner  in  his  district  and  that  of  Mr.  McClave  in 
his  district.  I  had  a  kind  of  an  idea  that  they  ran  politics  in  a  differ- 
ent way  up  in  New  Jersey,  but  it  seems  not. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3968  is  an  article  dated  April  28,  1906. 

The  Chairman.  No;  that  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Sibole  to  Mr.  Mul- 
hall.  The  text  of  the  article  referred  to  in  the  parentheses  just  above 
3968  is  omitted. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  there  is  nothing  of  importance  in  the 
matter,  anyway. 

The  Chairman.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3968  is  a  letter  dated  April  28,  1906.  We  are 
now  on  the  letters  of  1910.  This  letter  does  not  seem  to  be  dated  from 
anv  particular  place..  Where  did  Mr.  Sibole  live? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  must  have  gotten  one  of  his  letters  in  there.  This 
is  not  the  newspaper  man. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  a  letter  dated  April  28,  1906,  and  bears  the 
signature  "  D.  Sibole."  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  four  years  out  of  place  in  this  record. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  these  words  in  that 
letter,  which  I  think  furnish  the  key : 

These  men  are  being  picketed  regularly  as  other  men,  and  from  what  I  find 
out,  are  liable  at  any  time  to  join  the  union. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  refers  to  a  strike  and  is  asking  for  money, 
and  I  think  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  desire  to  read  this,  because  it  can  be  then  taken 
back  to  the  other  connection.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3968.) 

April  2S.  1006. 

Col.  Muliiall:  I  regret  to  say  that  I  find  a  family  of  some  four  men.  all 
Printers,  who  are  connected  with  the  church  I  belong:  to  and  know  all  my  move- 
ments for  the  last  10  years. 

These  men  are  being  picketed  regularly  as  other  men  and  from  what  I  find 
out  are  liable  at  any  time  to  join  the  union. 

This  is  my  limit.  I  am  forced  to  resign  my  position  with  you  on  this  case 
With  much  sincere  regret,  for  I  feel  that  my  progress  so  far  has  been  fairly 
good.  Just  getting  into  the  firing  line  and  having  to  retreat:  but  my  reputation 
in  my  home  town  is  worth  more  to  me  than  I  could  stand  when  this  body  dis- 
covers their  mistake  and  how  truly  soft  they  are. 

If  you  have  some  other  work  out  of  town  you  could  put  me  on  I  would  be 
fclad  to  consider  it  at  your  earliest  convenience,  for  I  will  be  looking  for  some 
other  work  at  once. 

Now,  Col.  Mulhall,  I  want  to  assure  you  beyond  a  doubt  that  I  have  been 
absolutely  loyal  to  you  and  the  interests  you  work  for  and  will  remain  in 
secrecy  on  this  matter  hereafter,  and  you  are  at  liberty  to  proceed  as  if  I  had 
never  appeared  on  the  scene. 

I  am  sure  I  want  the  respect  of  yourself,  the  Typotheta?,  and  Mr.  Ilirsh,  and 
such  men  in  preference  to  the  trades  people.    This  is  no  case  of  the  double  cross. 
You  are  at  liberty  to  show  this  to  the  above-named  men,  to?  1  ^w\\&WV*  Wvfem 
to  understand  me  and  feel  a  little  easier  on  the  \vttYu\Tivwiv\  ot  m\w*,  twe  v\^3 
can  easily  tind  out  who  I  am. 
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I  inclose  you  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  intend  to  send  the  I.  T.  U.  unless  I  am  ad- 
vised by  you  differently  by  Tuesday  a.  m.  I  think  it  will  put  them  at  rest 
in  regards  to  me,  for  it  will  contain  nothing  in  it  but  what  I  can  back  up. 

Wishing  you  all  possible  success,  I  beg  to  remain, 

D.  Stbole. 

You  can  send  me  Saturday's  money  to  703  N.  Marshall  Street. 

Was  Mr.  Sibole  one  of  the  men  that  you  had  working  in  1906 ! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  Mr.  Sibole  was  a  member  of  the  Interna- 
tional Typographical  Union  and  was  holding  up  certain  members  in 
the  shop  that  he  was  in  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  it  political  work  or  strike  work? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Strike  work. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  letter  is  important,  as  one  document 
showing  the  hiring  of  these  men,  but  I  want  to  ask  this  question. 
This  letter  is  typewritten  and  bears  a  typewritten  signature.  Was 
that  the  shape  in  which  it  came  to  you,  or  is  that  a  copy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  original  was  sent  to  the  Philadelphia 
Typothetae,  and  this  is  a  copy  that  I  kept  for  my  own  files. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3969  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr. 
A.  E.  Cox? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  letter,  as  follows : 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Replying  to  yours  of  yesterday,  I  am  glad  you  are  to 
write  to  Chairman  Hatfield,  but  I  have  grave  doubts  concerning  the  result.  In 
other  words.  I  think  the  committee  is  so  short  of  funds  that  it  is  not  doing  one- 
half  the  work  which  the  chairman  knows  ought  to  be  done  by  it. 

I  will  see  what  can  be  done  along  the  lines  you  mention,  though  I  feel  sure 
that  every  man  I  approach  will  say  that  he  has  already  contributed  to  the  State 
committee  or  to  the  Republican  club,  and  I  am  pretty  sure  it  will  be  impossible 
for  me  to  get  any  money  to  send  out  of  the  State.  But  concerning  this  I  will 
write  you  again  in  a  day  or  two. 

You  probably  have  heard  that  your  friend  Keliher  is  going  to  run  independ- 
ent, a  lot  of  business  men,  most  of  whom  do  not  reside  in  Boston,  having  in- 
dorsed his  candidacy.  They  also  made  a  mighty  effort  to  pull  the  Republican 
candidate  out.  expecting  thereby  to  send  the  Republican  vote  to  Keliher,  but 
they  did  not  succeed  in  this :  and  we  now  have  three  candidates  in  this  district, 
with  the  chances  in  favor  of  Murray's  election,  because  the  district  is  over- 
whelmingly Democratic,  and  I  have  no  idea  that  either  Keliher  or  the  Republi- 
can candidate  will  win  out. 

No.  3970,  the  next,  is  a  mere  statement  of  hotel  expenses  and  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3971  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  dated  "  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  28."    It  savs: 

Answering  your  telegram  of  to-day.    Use  your  own  judgment. 

Do  you  know  to  what  it  refers  or  what  its  date  ought  to  be? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  from  the  fact  that  it  was  sent  to  the  Hotel 
Imperial,  where  it  was  received,  that  it  ought  to  be  in  the  campaign 
of  1908. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  what  campaign  did  this  particularly  refer? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Watson  campaign,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3972  a  letter  which  vou  received  from  Mr. 
Foraker? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

I  nm  obliged  to  you  for  your  letter  of  October  1*0  and  for  the  information 
it  gives  me  as  to  what  lias  been  done  and  is  Injing  done  in  the  State. 
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You  have  <l«»r.l»r :• —    —  ••■ • 

State  eoiiuniuee.     IL\  -•-•. 

Sonne,  although  I   »..  .-.•.- 

from  other  States. 

J  am.  in  consfqiK-:^  -     *     .■• 

how   to  do   anythii.;:   •      ■_.»■  . 
may  find   myself  ;:k»*   ■  .»• 

whole  ti«.*Uel.     Tin*  >!*      "    ■      »    -.1  i    . 
may  win  by  a  ir« *■  -•  i  :...  .    ■    ■        r 
:;t  this  time  just.  i:«iw  -.  -  -■. 
most  trouble 

1    bad  a  litMUtifi:!     •  -••-•    V  ••■     .•  ■ 
ville   s|>eech.     I    wr«i*-   .  ...    . 

pleasure  of  meet  hi;:  :.;.*..   •  ■  ■ 

This  was  siliout  ti:»-  \.v>  ■  '      «■   ■■   . 
posure  of  Mr.  K<.ra .-:•■:  f 

Mr.  Mi'Miall.  liy  W-  J:-.'  -      •.- 

Senator  Reed.  Ye-. 

Mr.  Mi  lhall.  Ye-:  I  •;..-.•        v, 

Senator   Reed.  "  :Ji»7»"  "   .:    ■•■■•    ;e    :. 
VJr2  and  Xo.  :W74.     I  do  .v  -  .  ■■   i-   •.     ... 

Senator  Walsh.  It  -i.o  .-.   ■>    ■     ..■,.■  . 
case,  it  is  already  in  in  f*,i.:.**"  -.»•    »■  <..    J,  * 

Senator  Reeii.  We  will  '.v.:;-*  ■■•»   •     .    ,. 
397*5  is  a  ropy  of  an  :iw#*;r.r  -,-  .,, 

Mr.  Ml'I.iiall  (after  <-xm:..:  •  ■ 

Senator  Nelson.  Show  ?;.<•  *'••-.•  .,  ,, 

if  there  is  anything  in  Pri**.'.;    •■.    /.     y,    ^    _,w 
Let  hi  in  look  at  the  wont,*. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  vo«;  ?;.<-  :.  •  •   »     •  ,  . 

Mr.  Mn.iiALL  (after  exsiiijlr,;^  v 

Senator  Xelson.  I  eall  voi  :  .■;•*••  •  ■  ■•■ 

Oet.  -S.  1'aid  to  one  lin-inber  «■?  •;..•■   .•    i     ....     .         ., 

Is  that  the  same  man  win,!/*  ;■ '/.   ••<  '    ,»-r  *  . 

Mr.  Mi  Lif  all.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  then  t !*«-.»<       v..    ■tA:s 

Oet.  t!i».  Two  party  workers.  w-m.*:  ■•  ,*■.-.■      /.-. 

Was  that  money  paid  to  Mr.  i-  «-«-ne\  ' 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Like  the  other.  af  fjSii 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  u$*-  „\ 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  eopv  *ji  4 
Root  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examirjatiaij      > 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  in  the  Mg*^.    . 
Clave  so  stoutly  denied,  and  I  thuui  ..^  ^ 


)  not 

Your  letter  of  October  20th  Iihk  Jw  ^  ^^ 
actively  at  work  in  the  Now  Jerw-y  Oi^t^  ^""^ 
been  oil  the  p>  niirht  and  day  for  Uj* •  ^ "^  .""T' ■**•"" 
me  to  attend  to  any  mail,  and  I  did  imp  m  ^ 

I  am  deeply  irrlev«»d  at  the  low  <#f  +m**r^""  » 
Mild  a  very  sincere  friend  of  our*,  mm.  .*_- *"'  "  -  Ti    should    he 

lecturer  for  the  U'.th  of  next  ruouu    JT^    ^*  ^-"ouiu    i»e 

letter  to  till  his  phiee  at  y«/u«  *— .  .If*  ^0-.  . 


your 

Is  No.  M7.">  a  letter  that  ^^^ 

9208-vol^  '^^ 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter : 

Many  thanks  for  your  last  note  with  the  story  of  your  progress.  In  a  ^ery 
few  days  I  shall  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  i)ersonally  and  hearing  the 
story  of  the  very  interesting  months  from  your  own  mouth.  We  have  been  so 
intensely  devoted  here  to  our  special  work  that  I  am  afraid  nothing  has  hap- 
pened which  will  be  of  special  interest  to  you,  so  I  shall  hold  the  story  of  our 
travels  until  a  later  date.  Your  German  brother  joins  in  the  best  of  good 
wishes  to  you. 

Your  " German  brother"  was  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  special  work  were  they  to  do  in  London  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  Mr.  Emery  were  sent  to 
Europe  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  or  by  the  Na- 
tional Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  I  am  not  sure  which,  to 
get  labor  conditions  in  Germany,  France,  and  England,  toward 
drawing  up  an  intelligent  employers'  liability  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  an  employers'  liability  bill  or  a 
compensation  act  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  liability  bill,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  some  bill  in  regard  to  labor  legislation  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  damages  that  would  be  paid  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  following 
item  in  vour  account  of  October  10: 

Oct.  10.  Paid  for  advertising  and  labor  of  the  American  Federatlonist  of 
New  York  for  work  to  be  done  for  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district  of  N.  J.,  as 
instructed,  $50. 

What  do  you  mean  by  that  item?     Was  that  paid  to  a  newspaper? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  American  Federationist  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  was  a  small  issue  that  was  printed  at 
Thirty-fourth  Street  at  that  time.  It  went  under  that  heading.  It 
was  a  New  York  paper. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  paper  representing  organized  labor? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  printed  in  it?     What  was  the  matter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  gave  a  sketch  of  Mr.  McClave's  usefulness,  and 
I  believe  a  picture  of  his  family.  I  believe  he  prides  himself  on 
having  six  boys,  or  something  like  that — a  general  sketch  of  his 
career. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there  any  such  paper  as  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  genuine  paper  representing  American  organ- 
ized labor? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  not  the  American  Federationist  here  in 
Washington.     It  was  a  paper  that  was  printed  in  New  York  City, 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  it  anything  more  than  a  campaign  paper 
that  was  just  issued  for  the  time  being? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that.  They  claimed  not.  They 
claimed  it  was  a  permanent  paper.  I  want  to  say  that  there  were 
several  papers  at  that  time  seeking  ads  in  that  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  date  of  that  account? 
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Senator  Walsh.  October  10. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  could  produce  a  paper,  if  you  wish  me  to. 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  I  do  not  think  that  is  necessary. 

Senator  Reed.  If  you  can  produce  it,  I  would  be  very  glad  to 
have  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  try  to. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wanted  to  find  out  whether  this  was  a  perma- 
nent paper  or  just  a  campaign  paper. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure,  but  they  claimed  that  it  was  a  per- 
manent paper  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  still  published? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure.     I  have  not  heard  from  it  since. 

Senator  Seed.  My  experience  has  been  that  they  always  claim  to 
be  permanent. 

There  is  in  the  print  no  No.  3976. 

No.  3977  is  a  telegram  from  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  who  was  the  publisher  of  this  paper  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  besieged  by  papers  at  that  time,  and  I  think 
Mr.  Hand  handled  most  of  the  stuff.     He  was  a  newspaper  man. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  simple  question  is,  Do  vou  know  who  pub- 
lished it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Can  you  bring  a  copy  of  the  paper? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  try  to.     I  think  I  have  several  copies  left. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  that  would  show. 

Senator  Reed.  The  telegram  that  I  have  just  showed  you,  No.  3977, 
is  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  says: 

Three  hundred  shoe  workers  returned  yesterday,  approximate  100  to-day. 
Special  war  upon  blue-ribbon  cutters.    Expect  you  next  week. 

Mr.  Schwedtman  appears  to  have  been  interested  even  at  this 
date,  November  5,  1910,  in  strike  matters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  that  was  the  shoe  workers'  strike,  in  1909,  if 
I  am  not  mistaken.    There  was  no  strike  in  1910. 

Senator  Reed.  The  date  here  in  the  print  is  1910.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  date  on  the  original  telegram.  It  was  sent  November  5. 
I  think,  therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view  of  the  statement  of  Col. 
Mulhall,  that  this  telegram  ought  to  be  transferred  to  some  other  year, 
or  at  least  that  the  year,  "  1910,"  should  be  struck  out  of  the  print. 
It  is  misleading  as  it  is. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  no  date  on  the  original  telegram. 

Senator  Reed.  ^Nothing  except  "  November  5. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then,  I  think  the  year  ought  to  be  left  blank. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well.     Strike  out  "  1910." 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3978  does  not  appear  to  be  printed.  I  do  not 
know  why. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  that,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Reed.  A  bill  at  the  Hotel  Imperial  for  $116. 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  that  is  not  in  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  been  omitted  in  the  print.  It  should  be 
included. 
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Senator  Nelson.  There  is  "  cash,  $50  "  in  that  account.  May  not 
that  be  some  money  you  advanced  to  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  I  will  say  this,  that  I  could  get  cash  at 
the  Imperial  Hotel  any  time  I  wanted  it,  up  to  $1,000,  on  my  own 
I.  O.  U.;  they  would  give  me  any  amount  I  asked  for  up  to  that 
amount,  and  as  that  was  a  pretty  strenuous  campaign,  I  might  have 
wanted  some  cash  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  bill  will  go  in  as  No.  3978. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

(No.  3978  is  here  printed  in  full,  as  follows:) 

(3978.) 

Hotel  Imperial, 
New  York,  November  7,  1910. 

M.  M.  Mulhall  ami  wife  to  Robert  Stafford,  Dr. 
Room  831 : 

2 days—  $8. 00 

5 days__  25. 00 

Restaurant 19. 60 

Wines,  etc 50 

Telephone 1. 00 

Cash 50.00 

Taxicab 10.40 

Tailor 1.00 


116. 10 

No.  3979  must  have  been  taken  out  during  Mr.  McClave's  exami- 
nation.    It  is  not  here  in  place. 

No.  3980  and  No.  3981  are  also  missing.  They  have  already  been 
identified.    They  are  in  reference  to  Mr.  McClave. 

3982-3984  is  a  copv  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  see  anything  of  importance  there.  He  is 
simply  reviewing  the  campaign. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  very  important  matter  on  account  of  the 
money  paid  in.    I  want  to  show  the  result  that  was  gotten. 

Senator  Keed.  It  does  show  the  results,  in  the  2,600  votes  that  Mr. 
Gardner  received.    I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

Mr.  Gardner  is  extremely  grateful  for  the  work  that  has  been  done  in  his 
district.  He  told  me  on  Sunday  that  the  official  vote  will  give  him  about  2,600 
votes  more  than  he  had  received  two  years  ago,  and  he  says  the  campaign  made 
in  his  district  was  a  revelation  to  him.  He  told  me  there  was  some  talk  in  the 
district  about  throwing  out  part  of  his  vote  in  Atlantic  City,  but  that  there  was 
nothing  to  the  story;  that  some  soreheads  were  trying  to  get  into  the  press,  and 
when  the  official  vote  would  be  announced,  it  would  clearly  show  that  he  would 
win  the  district  by  nearly  6,000  votes.  The  old  gentleman  is  very  much  elated 
over  the  situation,  for  he  stated  that  Louden slager  had  run  4,000  votes  behind 
in  the  first  district,  and  the  Democrats  would  contest  Loudenslager's  seat  in  the 
next  House. 

Were  you  at  Mr.  Gardner's  house  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  frequently.  That  is  where  I  had  pretty 
nearly  all  my  interviews  with  Mr.  Gardner.  That  is  the  reason  I 
said  to  the  Senator  a  short  time  ago  that  the  amounts  of  money  paid 
to  Feeney  were  small  for  the  amount  of  work  done.  J 

Senator  Walsh.  This  paragraph  also  might  as  well  be  read: 

The  old  gentleman  is  so  elated  by  the  results  in  his  district  that  he  confiden- 
tially told  me  that  he  intends  to  take  a  very  prominent  part  upon  the  floor  ef 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.       3275 

the  House  this  winter,  and  will  make  a  fight  for  the  Speakership,  and  that 
he  will  announce  himself  to  his  friends  as  a  candidate  for  the  Speakership  if 
the  Republicans  carry  the  Sixty-third  Congress,  and  he  solicited  our  aid  along 
those  lines,  for  he  says  he  feels  sure  that  the  Republicans  will  come  back  into 
power  in  1912  by  a  big  majority,  and  if  this  is  the  case  that  he  will  be  in  the 
field  for  the  Speakership  after  the  next  presidential  campaign. 

Mr.  Gardner  congratulated  me  upon  the  splendid  fight  made  in  Hughes's 
district  against  Hughes,  and  he  stated  that  we  would  have  beaten  Hughes  If 
it  was  not  for  the  Republican  landslide  in  Rergen  County.  He  seemed  to  be 
thoroughly  posted  on  the  splendid  fight  we  made  in  Paterson  against  Hughes, 
and  he  told  me,  as  a  member  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  State  com- 
mittee, that  he  was  in  close  touch  with  the  situation  in  that  district,  and  he 
claims  that  it  was  a  wonderful  piece  of  work  to  take  over  2,000  votes  away  from 
Hughes  in  Passaic  County  in  this  fight  when  the  whole  State  went  against  the 
Republican  Party  in  a  complete  landslide,  electing  Wilson  by  over  46,000  votes. 

I  talked  over  the  situation  fully  with  Mr.  Gardner  concerning  the  short  ses- 
sion coming  on  this  winter,  and  Mr.  Gardner  feels  certain  that  the  labor 
agitators  will  have  no  chance  of  getting  any  labor  legislation  at  this  session, 
for  he  feels  that  the  Republican  leaders  of  Congress  will  push  the  appropriation 
bills  through  at  the  short  session.  This  will  take  up  all  the  time  from  the 
time  Congress  begins  until  the  4th  of  March. 

Before  leaving  his  house  he  promised  me  his  active  support  in  any  way  we 
wished  it  and  assured  me  that  he  would  be  in  Washington  about  a  week  before 
Congress  met  and  that  he  would  like  to  see  me  in  Washington  after  he  got  there. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3988  is  a  letter  in  regard  to  the  McClave  cam- 
paign, which  has  already  been  read. 

No.  3989  is  another  McClave  letter  that  has  been  read. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  you  sure  that  has  been  read  ? 

Senator  Reed;  I  have  the  letters  here  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  others  were  read,  but  I  am  not  sure  that  this 
one  was  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3988  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
George  Burke? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

I  also  received  a  letter  from  our  late  candidate  for  Congress,  Maj.  McClave, 
In  relation  to  the  bills  that  were  left  after  the  campaign.  He  wrote  me  to  help 
him  out  on  the  amounts  that  were  owing  to  the  News.  I  wish  the  moment  that 
you  get  this  letter  that  you  would  confer  a  favor  md  see  Mr.  Hand  and  advise 
Mr.  Hand  that  I  will  see  that  those  bills  are  paid  in  the  very  near  future. 

Before  I  left  New  York  I  consulted  the  general  manager  of  our  office,  and  he 
stated  that  we  would  pay  the  bill  provided  McClave  did  not.  I  shall  write 
McClave  to-day,  and  as  soon  as  I  get  his  answer,  if  it  is  not  favorable  toward 
settling  those  bills,  I  will  send  a  check  to  Mr.  Hand  to  straighten  this  matter  up. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  there  you  say  "  I  will  send  a  check  to  Mr. 
Hand."  You  testified  awhile  ago  that  you  were  forbidden  to  use 
checks. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  often  used  my  own  check. 

Senator  Reed.  A  check  to  a  newspaper  man  would  be  different 
from  a  check  given  to  a  labor  man.  I  understood  him  to  say  he 
never  paid  bills  of  the  latter  kind  with  checks. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3989  is  another  letter  to  Maj.  McClave. 

3985-3987  is  a  duplicate  of  3982-3984. 

No.  3990  is  marked  strictly  confidential  and  addressed  "  Mr.  John 
Kirby,  president  National  Association  Manufacturers."     Is  that  a 
copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote,  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 
•   Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this : 

I  am  sending  you  to-day  a  copy  of  a  brief  report  I  am  maklu^  to  Vfcc .  ^Vt^. 
Of  course,  Mr.  Bird  informed  me  that  I  should  be  very  c&tetriY  ttowaX.  *fexAN»% 
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such  a  report  through  tin*  mails,  hut  I  am  taking  this  chance,  for  I  nin  ex- 
temely  anxious  to  write  you  and  hear  from  you.  Of  course,  you  did  not  posi- 
tively state  that  I  should  not  write  you.  and  as  I  was  always  in  the  habit  of 
sending  my  reports  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  I  thought  maybe  that  you  would  be 
pleased  to  receive  a  copy  of  this  report  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  remainder  of  the  letter: 

I  heard  from  Mr.  Emery  to-day  that  you  were  in  New  York  on  his  arrival 
bark  from  Kuroiie.  I  should  he  greatly  pleased  If  I  could  get  an  invitation 
from  you  to  come  to  New  York  if  you  intend  to  visit  that  city  in  the  near 
future,  for  I  would  like  to  talk  over  our  pros|>ects  in  Washington  with  you  for 
this  winter  and  next  and  have  your  advice  concerning  the  situation. 

I  am  perfectly  confident  that  we  made  a  splendid  campaign  in  many  sections 
of  the  count  17  last  year  and  that  our  organization  will  get  a  great  deal  of  credit 
from  anything  that  was  done. 

Closing  with  very  best  wishes,  and  hoping  to  have  Uie  pleasure  of  hearing 
from  you  in  the  very  near  future,  believe  me.  as  ever. 
Faithfully,  yours, 

Xo.  3091  is  a  letter  firm  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mi'liiall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  T  will  read  this: 

Your  letter  of  November  1J>  is  duly  received,  and  I  was  pleased  to  hear  from 
you  and  learn  how  appreciative  Mr.  (Jardner  is  of  the  work  done  in  his  district 
I  have  a  request  to  make  of  Mr.  Gardner  very  shortly  and  the  first  oppor- 
tunity that  I  have  of  coming  to  Washington  after  Congress  convenes  I  shall 
present  it  to  him.  and  with  your  assistance  I  hope  to  accomplish  the  result  de- 
sired. It  will  be  in  connection  with  his  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Roads,  and  if  he  is  so  deeply  grateful  of  the  work  done  for  him  by  the  asso- 
ciation it  is  i>ossible  for  him  to  reciprocate. 

I  can  not  see  how  it  will  be  possible  for  us  to  get  together  before  Congress 
convenes,  for  I  leave  on  Saturday  for  Dayton  and  shall  be  absent  all  that  week. 
However,  it  is  my  plan  to  be  in  Washington  either  the  day  Congress  convenes 
or  as  shortly  thereafter  as  is  possible. 

With  best  wishes  to  yourself  and  family.  I  remain. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

J.  P.  Bird,  General  Manager. 

Now  I  call  your  attention  especially  to  this  language: 

I  have  a  request  to  make  of  Mr.  Gardner  very  shortly  and  the  first  oppor- 
tunity that  I  have  of  coming  to  Washington  after  Congress  convenes.  I  shall 
present  it  to  him,  and  with  your  assistance  I  hope  to  accomplish  the  result  de- 
sired. It  wUl  be  in  connection  with  his  Committee  on  Tost  Offices  and  Pott 
Roads. 

Do  you  now  know  what  that  request  was? 

Mr.  Mr  lit  all.  Yes.  sir.  It  was  to  get  a  lower  rate  for  their 
magazines  through  the  mails.  I  believe  they  thought  they  were 
assessed  a  little  too  high,  and  they  wanted  Mr.  Gardner  to  help  them 
out  and  get  a  lower  rate. 

Senator  Heed.  Postage  rate? 

Mr.  Milhall.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Heed.  "What  was  the  special  interest  that  Mr.  Bird  rep- 
resented in  this?  Was  it  their  own  publications  of  this  national  as- 
sociation or  the  Industrial  Defense  Association,  or  did  it  relate  to  ft 
class  of  mail  generally  that  was  sent  through  the  mail? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  it  related  to  their  two  magazines,  the 
home  magazine,  which  they  called  American  Industries,  and  their 
foreign  magazine,  which  went  under  the  same  heading.  They  pub- 
lished a  foreign  magazine  as  well.  It  was  to  get  a  lower  rate  through 
the  mails  on  this  matter. 
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Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Bird  evidently  thought  that  because  of  the  po- 
litical service  you  had  rendered  this  gentleman  you  would  have  an 
unusual  opportunity  to  secure  his  assistance? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  and  they  got  it.  Mr.  Gardner  did  go  to 
the  post  office  later  and  got  the  reduction  made,  along  with  Mr. 
Boudinot  and  myself. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  short  time  after  this  letter  was  written. 

Senator  Nelson.  Whom  did  you  see? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  we  saw  the  Third  Assistant  Postmaster 
General. 

The  Chairman.  Do  vou  remember  who  it  was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  letters  will  clear  that  up,  because  I 
know  the  story  is  told 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  the  point  you  made  before  the  Third 
Assistant  Postmaster  General? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  make  the  argument. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  heard  what  was  said? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did.  I  didn't  pay  much  atten- 
tion after  the  introduction.  I  think  Mr.  Boudinot  and  Mr.  Gardner 
done  all  the  talking. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  know  on  what  grounds  they  claimed  a 
reduction  of  postage? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  on  the  ground  that  they  were  assessed  too 
high — that  it  should  go  through  as  second-class  matter,  or  something 
like  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  dispute  was  wrhether  they  were  entitled  to 
the  second-class  privilege,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  whether  it  was  a  regular  magazine  or  just 
one  of  those  transient  papers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  went  into  the  details,  and  I  can  not  go  into 
the  details  now. 

Senator  Reed.  That  would  be  the  natural  dispute.  One  of  the 
assistant  postmasters  general  was  Joseph  Stewart,  but  I  think  he 
was  the  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  J.  J.  Britt  was  Third  Assistant  Postmaster 
General.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  at  that  particular  time 
or  not. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  letters  will  clear  this  up,  because  I 
think  I  wrote  about  the  call  we  made  on  the  Postmaster  General. 

3992,  3993  is  a  McClave  letter  which  has  already  been  read. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3994,  3995  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Cox,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  a  little  of  that : 

I  have  been  anxious  to  write  to  you  for  some  time,  but  ns  I  was  up  to  my 
neck  in  the  New  Jersey  campaign  and  feeling  that  you  were  quite  busy  at 
home  I  delayed  sending  a  letter  until  the  present  moment. 

I  am  extremely  glad  to  tell  you  that  we  were  completely  successful  in  the 
New  Jersey  campaign.  We  J>eat  Mr.  Hughes,  a  Democrat,  in  his  home  county, 
taking  from  him  over  2,200  votes,  and  we  increased  Mr.  Gardner's  majority 
tn  his  home  district  by  2,600  votes,  when  New  Jersey  was  carried  by  a  Demo- 
cratic landslide  of  over  46,000  votes  for  Wilson. 
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I  do  not  think  T  care  to  read  any  more  of  that.  I  will  skip  the 
next  sentence  and  then  read  the  next  paragraph : 

I  mil  nlso  sorry  to  hear  of  the  fight  that  has  been  mode  upon  Senator  Lodge, 
and  if  I  can  be  of  any  help  to  you  in  the  situation  I  shall  be  glad  to  offer  my  aid 
as  a  volunteer.  I  am  going  to  try  to  urge  ui>on  the  leaders  of  our  organization 
to  have  us  start  and  do  organization  work  in  Massachusetts  right  after  Con- 
gress adjourns,  for  I  feel  i>ositive  that  seven  or  eight  months  of  work  in  your 
State  would  give  us  splendid  results. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  should  like  to  read  the  paragraph  before  that: 

I  have  kept  in  close  touch,  through  the  public  press  and  through  letters,  of 
the  situation  in  your  State  and  was  extremely  sorry  to  hear  of  Gov.  Draper's 
defeat,  but  I  feel  this  will  be  a  lesson  to  the  Republican  leaders  in  your  State, 
as  it  ought  also  to  be  a  severe  lesson  to  the  business  men  of  your  State,  who 
allow  labor  unions  to  have  almost  complete  control  in  politics,  for  if  they 
stood  up  and  did  their  duty,  as  they  should  do,  thej*  could  easily  have  reversed 
the  situation. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  all  of  the  letter  has  been  read  now  with  the 
exception  of  the  last  paragraph,  and  I  believe  I  will  read  that: 

I  have  been  making  a  canvass  among  the  Meml>er8  of  Congress  as  they  are 
coming  to  Washington  and  I  feel  confident  that  there  will  be  no  radical  labor 
legislation  at  this  session.  If  I  can  be  of  any  aid  to  you  here  in  Washington 
during  this  session,  or  if  I  can  be  of  any  help  to  you  in  your  State,  I  want 
you  to  know  that  I  will  be  at  your  call  at  any  time.  I  have  greatly  appre- 
ciated the  kind  words  you  gave  me  while  I  was  in  Boston  and  the  aid  yon 
rendered  also,  and  I  am  anxious  to  reciprocate  in  amy  way  I  possibly  can,  if 
the  opportunity  is  given. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  meet  the  Congressmen  at  the  depot,  or 
call  on  them 

Mr.  Mtliiall.  Hardly,  Senator;  I  generally  called  at  their  com- 
mittee rooms. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3996  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  you 
to  Mr.  Schwedtman.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mvliiall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

I  had  a  ple:ising  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  on  last  Wednesday,  in  Wash- 
ington, and  I  was  very  glad  to  learn  of  yourself  and  wife's  safe  arrival  home. 
T  did  not  know  the  date?  that  you  were  to  arrive  in  New  York,  and  if  I  had 
I  certainly  should  have  gone  to  New  York  to  see  you,  for.  as  I  stated  to  Mr. 
Emery.  1  would  have  been  glad  to  travel  200  miles  to  have  a  look  at  you, 
and  should  have  been  greatly  pleased  If  I  could  have  had  the  pleasure  of  hav- 
ing a  short  talk  with  you. 

I  feel  i>ositive  that  you  will  be  In  Dayton  this  week,  at  the  meeting  that  is 
to  be  held  there,  and  that  you  will  fully  learn  what  took  place  concerning  our 
organization  since  you  have  been  absent  in  Euro]>e. 

I  have  been  making  a  canvass  of  the  Members  of  the  House,  and  some  in  tk% 
Senate,  since  the  close  of  the  last  camivaign.  and  am  glad  to  rej>ort  that  things 
are  looking  very  bright  to  me.  as  far  as  our  organization  is  concerned,  at  the 
coming  session  of  Congress. 

I  will  omit  the  rest  of  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  seems  from  this  letter  that  friendly  relations 
had  been  restored  between  you  and  Mr.  Emery. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Business  relations.  I  don't  believe  we  were  ever 
on  what  you  would  call  a  kissing  basis. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3997,  3998  a  copy  of  a  ;letter  von  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird?  *  " 

Mr.  Milhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  I  will  read  all  that  letter. 
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(Senator  Walsh  read  3997,  3998,  as  follows:) 

Washington.  D.  C,  November  2$.  1010. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager,  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

llcybold  Building,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  Your  very  kind  letter,  in  reply  to  mine  of  November 
19th,  was  received,  and  many  thanks  for  your  prompt  answer. 

I  have  been  very  busy  since  I  saw  you  last.  I  have  been  devoting  my  time 
for  about  nine  hours  a  day  to  politics,  and  for  the  balance  of  the  time  I  have 
been  helping  Mrs.  Mulhall  to  move  from  our  old  home,  624  Oak  Avenue,  to 
3933  Old  York  Road.  We  have  not  gotten  out  of  our  old  house  yet,  and  I  will 
let  you  know  when  I  have  changed  my  address. 

I  have  made  a  complete  canvass  of  the  members  of  the  Maryland  delegation, 
and  I  find  the  Democrats  in  Maryland  to  be  in  a  very  receptive  mood.  I  have 
made  two  trips  from  Baltimore  to  Washington  with  a  prominent  member  of 
that  delegation  and  have  had  several  interviews  with  one  of  the  Senators  from 
iny  home  State.  I  met  Mr.  Clark,  the  next  Speaker  of  the  Democratic  House, 
on  last  Saturday,  when  in  Baltimore  at  the  Rennert  Hotel,  and  I  had  a  pleasing 
interview  with  him  this  forenoon  in  this  city.  I  feel  perfectly  confident  that 
there  will  be  no  labor  legislation  at  the  coming  session,  and  up  to  the  present 
time  there  has  been  no  program  arranged  by  the  leaders  of  the  Republican 
Party  for  this  winter,  or  what  they  shall  do  next  spring. 

There  is  considerable  talk  among  the  Republican  Members  that  are  now 
arriving  in  Washington  that  they  will  encourage  the  President  to  have  an  extra 
session  of  Congress  after  the  fourth  of  March,  putting  it  up  to  the  Democrats 
to  revise  several  schedules  of  the  new  tariff  bill,  and  by  so  doing  they  believe 
they  will  put  the  Democratic  organization  in  the  House  in  a  hole,  for  the 
Democrats  generally  make  a  mistake  when  they  go  monkeying  with  the  tariff. 

I  will  see  several  Members  of  the  House  to-day  and  to-morrow  and  will  be 
able  to  make  an  interesting  rei>ort  to  you  when  you  come  to  Washington  a 
week  from  to-day,  as  you  say  in  your  last  letter. 

I  feel  perfectly  confident  that  Mr.  Gardner  will  help  you  in  any  way  you 
wish  his  aid.  with  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  and  I  will 
see  him  before  you  get  here  and  make  arrangements  for  him  to  see  you. 

I  was  greatly  surprised  to  know  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  in  Washington  on  Sat- 
urday of  last  week,  as  I  had  received  no  notice  of  his  arrival,  and  I  had  several 
pieces  of  information  that  I  think  he  would  have  been  glad  to  receive,  and 
besides,  I  would  like  to  confer  with  him  about  a  proposition  that  has  been  put 
up  to  me  by  some  friends,  to  start  an  active  campaign  in  the  East,  right  after 
the  adjournment  of  Congress,  which  I  feel  certain  we  ought  to  do,  as  it  will 
help  our  organization,  in  my  opinion,  right  where  they  need  help  at  the  present 
time. 

I  will  not  make  an  extensive  report  in  this  letter,  as  I  hope  to  have  the 
pleasure  of  seeing  you  the  early  part  of  next  week:  so  closing  with  very  best 
wishes  for  yourself,  Mr.  Kirby,  and  our  friends  that  you  will  meet  in  Dayton, 
and  hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  meeting  you  soon,  I  am,  as  ever. 
Very  faithfully,  yours. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  correct  that  statement  about  Mr.  Clark.  I 
want  to  say  that  I  called  with  ex-Mayor  Mahool.  of  Baltimore,  and 
other  prominent  Democrats,  and  that  was  the  interview  I  had.  It 
was  nothing  as  to  politics  at  all;  it  was  merely  a  friendly  call  on 
leading  men  of  the  party  in  Maryland. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  simply  paying  your  respects? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Simply  paying  my  respects;  yes.  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  3999,  4000  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  McClave  to  you, 
which  has  already  been  read. 

4001  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4002  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to 
you. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  much  of  it : 

I  duly  received  your  letter  of  the  19th  instant  and  have  also  read  your  letter 
to  Mr.  Bird  received  by  him  here  this  morning. 

Now,  I  presume  you  will  think  strange  that  I  have  not  given  your  communica- 
tion prompter  and  fuller  consideration,  but  the  fact  is,  Colonel,  I  have  simply 
been  so  snowed  under  that  I  have  not  been  in  my  office  at  the  factory  since  a 
week  ago  last  Monday,  and  I  must  leave  here  next  Tuesday  for  the  Pacific 
coast.  In  the  meantime  I  must  go  to  Buffalo  for  one  day,  and  how  I  am  going 
to  get  matters  in  proper  shape  I  don't  know. 

I  was  in  Washington  a  week  ago  Saturday  with  the  directors  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  Association,  but  did  not  decide  to  go  with  them  from  New  York 
until  the  afternoon  of  Friday  and  left  Washington  in  the  afternoon  of  Saturday. 
In  the  meantime  we  had  a  conference  with  the  President,  and  every  minute  of 
our  time  was  occupied  to  such  an  extent  that  I  could  not  possibly  get  in  touch 
with  you. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  4003,  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to 
Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Eeed.  Will  you  look  at  that  and  say  whether  that  is  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  part  of  this : 

As  the  session  of  Congress  has  now  convened,  and  your  duties  will  be  to  a 
large  extent  in  connection  with  Mr.  Emery's  office  in  Washington,  it  seems 
proper  that  you  should  again  report  to  Mr.  Emery  for  your  instructions  until 
further  notice. 

Further  than  this,  Mr.  Kirby  and  I  are  leaving  this  afternoon  for  the  Pacific 
coast  and  shall  be  absent  the  greater  part  of  this  month,  and  It  is  Impossible 
for  me  to  do  anything  more  than  send  you  these  instructions  by  mail. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  report  to  Mr.  Emery  after  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  you  came  once  more  under  Mr.  Emery's 
orders  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  understanding  we  had, 
Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  item  is  4404-4rOOG. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  the  account  there  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  hunting  for  it.  I  think  it  was  taken  out  and 
put  in  Mr.  McClave's  papers. 

I  now  hand  you  this  account,  which  I  have  found,  and  I  ask  you 
if  that  is  an  account  which  you  rendered  this  association. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  your  attention,  Mr.  Mulhall,  to  this  item : 

November  1.  Paid  for  advertising  as  per  instructions  for  the  sixth  New 
Jersey  district,  $50. 

Was  that  advertising  in  this  same  labor  paper? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  was.  When  I  say  "per  instructions," 
I  want  to  say  that  before  that  advertising  was  done  I  called  on  Mr. 
Bird  and  had  his  advice  in  relation  to  this  paper.  That  is,  I  was 
instructed  to  proceed  in  the  way  I  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  November  4  you  paid  a  member  of  the  Silk 
Weavers'  Union  $30.     Is  that  the  same  man  that  you  paid  before? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  I  see  this  item : 

November  5.     Paid  to  two  party  workers  of  second  N.  J.  district,  $80. 

Was  that  paid  to  Mr.  Feeney? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  for  the  Gardner  campaign. 
Senator  Nelson.  Then  I  see  this  item : 


November  6.  Paid  to  three  party  workers  for  manning  the  polls  in  the  fourth 
district  of  the  first  ward,  $30. 

Who  were  those  men  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  men  working  under  Mr.  Burke.  There 
were  not  only  two,  but  money  was  paid  all  over  the  State  to  other 
leaders  for  that  purpose,  under  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Conkling  and 
the  chairman  of  the  county  committee,  Mr.  Burke. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  the  item  of  $160,  below  that,  was  for  the 
same  purpose,  I  suppose? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  \es;  that  was  for  work  done  on  election  day. . 

Senator  Nelson.  And  I  see  below  that  an  item  for  $58. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  money  spent  while  visiting  the  polls? 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  yes.  Did  you  give  the  voters  any  money 
that  dav? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  say  that  I  did,  directly. 

Senator  Nelson.  Well,  did  you  do  it  indirectly? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  I  might  say  that  party  workers  around 
the  polls  were  furnished  money  on  that  day,  it  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  they  instructed  by  you  to  give  the  voters 
money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  «sir;  they  were  not.  But  I  will  say  this,  that 
Mr.  Conkling  sent  me  a  list  of  repeaters  there,  if  I  wished  to  use 
them,  and  I  refused  to  do  so.  He  said  they  would  be  used  on  the 
other  side,  and  that  was  the  reason. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  Mr.  Conkling? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  the  ex-county  chairman  of  Passaic  County. 
You  will  find  them  on  that  list. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say  a  list  of  repeaters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  distinguished  repeaters,  from  New  York. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  suppose  you  felt  sure  you  would  win  without 
them. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  went  into  that  class  of  campaigning. 

Senator  Reed.  4007.  4008  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr. 
Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4009,  4010  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Mc- 
Clave? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  believe  that  one  has  been  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

(4009,  4010.) 

Washington,  D.  C.  December  IS,  1910. 

Hon.  J.  S.  Wood  McClave. 

1  Madison  Avenue,  New  York  City. 
Dear  Sir:  Yours  of  November  30th  was  received  some  time  ago.  but  on 
account  of  sickness  in  my  home  I  have  been  unable  to  answer  it.  The  best 
answer  I  can  make  to  your  letter  is  to  enclose  to  you  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent 
cm  November  19th  to  Mr.  George  Burke,  which  you  will  please  find  enclosed  with 
tfci#  letter. 
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I  would  have  recommended  to  our  people  the  settlement  of  this  bill  when  the 
campaign  closed,  if  it  was  not  for  the  fae*  that  it  was  your  manager.  Mr.  Burke, 
who  contracted  the  bill,  and  with  very  little  consultation  about  the  matter  with 
myself.  Mr.  Burke  made  the  recommendation  to  put  up  the  posters  and  to  do 
the  work  that  you  write  about,  and  he  had  your  interests  at  heart  when  he  did 
it,  and  no  one's  else.  I  thought  you  should  pay  the  bill,  for  neither  Mr.  Burke 
or  myself  were  running  for  office,  and  I  am  a  little  bit  surprised  to  read  the 
paragraph  in  your  letter  where  you  say :  "  The  matter  of  being  defeated  does 
not  enter  into  the  question  at  all,  except  possibly  had  I  been  elected  there  would 
have  been  no  question  on  your  part  of  having  the  bills  paid,  but  having  been 
defeated  it  seems  to  be  now  another  question." 

After  the  way  that  I  served  you  in  the  last  campaign,  it  seems  a  very  poor 
way  to  repay  me  for  what  I  attempted  to  do  and  for  you  to  send  such  a  para- 
graph in  your  letter.  It  would  not  have  made  any  difference  to  me  whe'her  you 
were  elected  or  defeated  or  whether  you  run  for  Congress  again  or  not,  if  I 
felt  that  our  people  were  obligated  to  pay  those  bills  I  certainly  should  have 
made  the  recommendation  which  I  did  make  when  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Burke 

I  wish  to  close  this  letter  by  stating  that  our  general  manager  is  in  the  far 
West  and  will  not  be  back  for  eight  or  ten  days.  The  moment  he  gets  back  I 
shall  send  him  a  copy  of  your  letter  and  ask  him  to  pay  your  bills,  for  I  feel 
that  the  News  people,  at  least,  should  not  lose  anything  on  account  of  your 
campaign. 

I  would  like  to  have  you  return  the  copy  of  the  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Burke,  as 
I  am  taking  it  off  my  files,  so  closing  this  letter  in  answer  to  yours,  I  am, 
Very  .respectfully. 

4011.  4012  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  A.  C.  Marshall  to 
Mr.  Emery. 

Mr.  Muliiall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir.  I  think  it  was  given 
to  me  by  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  A.  C.  Marshall? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  He  was  the  secretary  of  the  Dayton  Manufacturers' 
Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  that  is  important. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn,  then,  until  half  past  2. 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  we  adjourn.  I  wish  to  say  that  under  daU 
of  July  15  I  received  from  Thomas  O.  Marvin  the  following  letter, 
on  the  letterhead  of  the  Home  Market  Club: 

The  Nkw  Willard, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  15,  1913. 
Hon.  Thomas  J.  Walsh. 

Senate  Offlee  Building.  Washington,  D.  V. 

My  Dkar  Sir:  The  inclosed  clipping  from  the  Washington  Post  of  July  14 
indicates  that  the  Tariff  Reform  league  Is  not  wholly  indifferent  to  what  is 
transpiring  in  political  circles. 

Mr.  Lawrence,  president  of  the  league,  may  be  too  old  a  man  to  subject  to 
the  ordeal  of  testifying  before  the  lobby  committee,  but  presumably  there  are 
officers  or  members  of  the  league  who  would  be  able  to  impart  useful  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  organized  efforts  to  reduce  the  tariff  in  the  interest  of  in- 
creased imiMirtations  of  foreign  goods. 

The  reports  of  the  tariff  hearings  of  the  Ways  and  Means  and  Finance  Com- 
mittees would  show  the  names  and  arguments  of  a  great  many  men  who  repre- 
sented the  importing  and  foreign  manufacturing  interests. 

It  seems  hardly  fair  that  the  men  interested  in  the  development  of  American 
industries  should  be  the  only  ones  summoned  before  the  committee.  The  story 
of  the  efforts  to  open  our  markets  to  foreign  manufacturers  ought  also  to  be 
told. 

In  the  examination  of  Mr.  Whitman  questions  were  asked  relating  to  events 
as  far  back  as  18l>f>.  Why  not.  also,  look  into  the  activities  of  the  Cobden  Club 
in  the  campaigns  of  1844.  1870.  and  1S80?  , 

It  would  hardly  seem  wise  for  the  Democratic  Party  to  assume  an  attitude 
of  hostility  to  American  interests  and  friendliness  toward  foreign  interests. 
Respectfully, 

Thomas  O.  Marvin,  Secretary. 
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To  that  letter  I  answered  as  follows  under  date  of  July  17.  1013: 

July  17,  1913. 
Thomas  O.  Marvin,  Esq., 

The  New  Willard,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  of  July  15  is  at  hand.  Your  cynical  suggestion  about 
inquiring  into  the  activities  of  the  Cobden  Club  in  the  campaigns  of  1844,  1870, 
and  1880  I  am  able  to  construe  only  as  an  impertinent  criticism  of  the  work  of 
the  committee,  serving  to  characterize  your  suggestion  of  an  inquiry  into  the 
activities  of  the  Tariff  Reform  League. 

If  the  Cobden  Club  has  been  here,  through  any  of  its  representatives  during 
the  present  session  of  Congress  endeavoring  to  influence  legislation,  and  the 
work  they  have  been  doing  is  continuous  in  its  character,  extending  back  to 
1840,  the  committee  would  exhibit  the  same  willingness  to  inquire  into  its 
activities  as  it  has  into  those  of  Mr.  Whitman.  It  is  a  very  fair  inference  that 
he  and  his  association  have  been  carrying  on  much  the  same  kind  of  work  dur- 
ing the  present  session  as  they  have  in  past  times.  The  inquiry  into  the  past 
record  of  Mr.  Whitman,  in  connection  with  legislation  affecting  the  tariff,  was 
entered  upon  with  the  tacit  approval,  at  least  without  any  objection,  from 
either  Senator  Cummins  or  Senator  Nelson,  who  are,  like  yourself,  protec- 
tionists. Either  you  or  Mr.  Winthrop  Marvin  was  interrogated  about  the  work 
of  the  Tariff  Reform  League,  and  a  diligent  effort  was  made  to  ascertain  from 
you  about  any  efforts  it  was  putting  forth  in  the  direction  suggested  in  your 
communication.  It  was  believed  that  if  anything  worthy  of  notice  was  being 
done  by  that  organization  you  would  know  of  it.    The  inquiry  came  to  naught. 

I  shall  turn  your  letter  over  to  the  committee  that  it  may  be  printed  with  the 
proceedings.    Perhaps,  it  would  be  wise  for  the  committee  and  the  public  gen- 
erally to  read  your  testimony  in  the  light  afforded  by  your  letter  concerning 
the  frame  of  mind  in  which  your  evidence  was  given. 
Very  truly,  yours. 

Mr.  Marvin  then  called  upon  me.  It  is  not  necessary  to  go  into 
the  character  of  our  conversation  further  than  to  indicate  that  he 
made  some  apology  for  the  letter  he  wrote ;  or,  rather,  undertook  to 
impress  me  with  the  idea  that  I  had  wrongly  interpreted  the  spirit 
in  which  it  was  written.  He  then  communicated  with  me  as  follows. 
This  was  with  the  heading  of  the  Home  Market  Club  : 

[The  Home  Market  Club,  77  Summer  Street,  BoRton.] 

The  New  Willard, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  18,  10 13. 
Hon.  Thomas  J.  WauSh, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Walsh  :  Inclosed  herewith  are  the  names  of  importers, 
agents  of  foreign  manufacturers,  and  others  who  petitioned  for  reductions  of 
tariff  duties. 

There  will  be  a  number  of  duplications  in  this  list  because  some  of  the  men 
appeared  before  both  the  Ways  and  Means  and  Finance  Committees,  and  also 
appeared  in  connection  with  more  than  one  schedule  or  paragraph. 

I  hope  that  it  may  be  of  some  use  to  the  committee  to  see  so  large  a  list  as 
this  of  those  who  applied  for  tariff  reductions  in  the  interest  of  increased  im- 
portations of  foreign  goods. 

Respectfully,  yours,  Thomas  O.  Marvin, 

Secretary. 

(The  list  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Names  of  Importers  and  Othkrs  Who  Appealed  for  Reduction  of  Tariff 

Duties. 

schedule  a. 

Robert  J.  Keller,  Alfred  Kubler.  vice  president  the  Gelgy-Ter  Meer  Co..  New 
York.  Manufacturers  in!  Basel.  Switzerland,  of  tannic  acid  and  nutgall 
extracts.    Page  53,  hearings  before  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

C.  8.  Welsh,  Park  &  Tilford,  New  York.  Importers  of  perfumery,  toilet  prepa- 
rations, brushes,  etc.    Page  66,  hearings,  etc. 
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Ferdinand  Cocornllo.  New  York.     Iin]x>rter  of  ninnnit.     Page  87.  bearings,  etc. 

G.  R.  Schroeder,  secretary  Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce,  New  Y'ork.  Pages  88 
and  101,  also  pages  284  and  480,  Schedule  B.  (Subsidized  by  the  Italian 
Government,  p.  278,  line  15.) 

E.  O.  Lemon,  vice  president;  W.  J.  Dippel.  secretary  C.  Tennant  &  Sons  Co., 
New  York,  100  William  Street.  United  States  agents  of  the  Norwegian 
Hydro-Electric  Nitrogen  Co.  (Ltd.)     Pages  89-92,  hearings,  etc. 

Schering  &  Glatz,  New  York.     Camphor.     Page  130. 

Josph  Dick,  198  Broadway,  New  York.  Importer  of  German  and  Austrian 
bone  glues  in  cake  form.     Page  217,  hearings,  etc. 

E.  C.  Klipstein,  A.  Klipstein  &  Co.,  New  Y'ork.  Importers  of  indigo  colors. 
Page  227.  hearings,  etc.  **  We  are  importers,  and  consequently  we  have  not 
come  here  to  say  that  any  of  the  things  you  have  done  or  are  going  to  do  are 
going  to  ruin  us." 

A.  H.  Washburn,  representing  J.  A.  &  W.  Bird  &  Co..  New  York  and  Boston. 
Importers  of  paints.  Agents  for  the  Repolin  Co.,  Holland.  Page  312,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

Maurice  Leon,  representing  Roger  &  Gallett,  New  York.  Importers  of  j>erfumery 
and  soaps.  "Under  the  present  rates  ( Payne-Aldrich )  it  has  been  our 
experience  that  it  is  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  for  us  to  compete  on  our 
market  for  the  class  of  goods  which  goes  into  the  homes  of  people  in  medium 
circumstances."    Page  389,  hearings,  etc. 

Francis  B.  Arnold,  representing  F.  R.  Arnold  &  Co.,  New  York.  Importers  of 
soaps.  "  Under  the  Payne  tariff  we  have  been  able  to  recommence  the  ini- 
portation  of  the  low-priced  soaps."     Page  391,  etc. 

Lockwood,  Brackett  &  Co.,  New  York.  Importers  of  castile  soap.  Page  414, 
hearings,  etc. 

Albert  &  Hart,  representing  Leousi,  Clouney  &  Co.  Advocated  free  si>onge«. 
Page  410.  hearings,  etc. 

SCHKDULF.    II. 

The  Meyer  Co.,  253  Broadway,  New  York.    Tiles.     Page  430.  hearings,  etc. 
Adolph  Grant  &  Co.,  New  York.     "  The  tile  industry  in  this  country  would  not 

suffer  in  the  least  if  the  entire  duty  were  removed."     Page  437. 
W.  S.  Pitcairn,  New  York,  representing  the  importers  of  English  china   and 

earthenware.     Page  504,  hearings,  etc. 

E.  H.  Pitkin,  Chicago,  merchant,  dealer  In  pottery,  crockery,  and  earthenware. 
Page  007,  hearings,  etc. 

Jerome  Jones,  merchant,  dealer  and  importer,  china,  crockery,  and  earthen- 
ware.    Page  612,  hearings,  etc. 

George  Kolb,  Herman  Slegel,  Julius  Rosenfeld,  committee  of  the  importers  of 
German  and  Austrian  china.  New  York.     Page  668,  hearings,  etc. 

Hugo  Reisinger,  11  Broadway,  New  York.  Electric  light  carbons.  Page  689, 
he'ii'insrs  etc 

M.  Kirchberger,  374  Second  Avenue,  New  York;  H.  G.  McFoddin  &  Co.,  38 
Warren  Street,  New  York:  Henry  Endemann,  32  Park  Place,  New  York; 
Oscar  O.  Suedlently,  127  Duane  Street,  New  York:  Fonderille  and  Naw  In- 
dustrie, 37  Warren  Street,  New  York:  Feusterer  &  Reihl.  47  Murray  Street, 
New  York:  B.  Gunthel,  49  Barclay  Street,  New  York:  Franz  Enler  &  Co.,  1 
Hudson  Street,  New  Y'ork :  importers  of  glassware  at  the  port  of  New  York. 
Page  765.  hearings,  etc. 

Oscar  O.  Friedlander,  New  York.  Imi>orter  of  hollow  glassware.  Page  776, 
hearings,  etc. 

F.  J.  Goertner,  sales  manager  Seinon  Bache  &  Co.,  New  York.  Window  glass. 
Page  816.  hearings,  etc.  *'  We  request  your  consideration  of  the  propriety  of 
a  substantial  reduction  in  the  duties  throughout  this  paragraph."  Pages  816, 
S4S,  849,  851,  hearings,  etc. 

F.  E.  Hamilton,  attorney,  representing  the  Taylor-Hobson  Co.,  New  York. 
Lenses  of  glasses.    Page  881,  hearings,  etc. 

G.  C.  Gennert,  24  East  Thirteenth  Street,  New  York.  Lenses  and  cameras. 
Page  883.  hearings,  etc. 

Henry  S.  Williams,  president  Williams,  Brown  &  Earle   (Inc.),  Philadelphia.,, 

Lenses  and  microscopes.    Page  891,  hearings,  etc. 
T.  M.  Lane,  representing  Mayer  &  Co.,  Philadelphia.     Stained-glass  windows. 

Page  901,  hearings,  etc. 
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Benjamin  D.  Trattel,  secretary  Marble  Industry  Employers'  Association.  New 

York.    Block  marble.    Page  915,  hearings,  etc. 
C.  D.  Jackson  &  Co.,  New  York.    Marble.    Page  928,  hearings,  etc. 
George  W.  Ashley,  president  Sisson  Marble  Co.,  Baltimore.    Page  936,  hearings, 

etc 
Frank    J.    Hanold,    representing    National    Association    of    Granite    Dealers. 

Granite.    Page  942,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE   C. 

Paul  Baumann,  621  Broadway,  New  York,  representing  Wni.  Prym  Co.  (Ltd.), 
Germany.  Hooks  and  eyes,  snap  fasteners,  and  buckles.  Page  1595,  hear- 
ings, etc.  "There  are  no  fasteners  made  in  this  country,"  etc.  See  brief 
filed  with  Finance  Committee  by  United  States  Fastener  Co.;  also  pins. 
Page  1596,  hearings,  etc. 

Frederick  H.  Beach,  New  York.    Aluminum.    Page  1514,  hearings,  etc. 

Hermann  Boker  &  Co.,  New  York.  Plated  sheets.  Asked  for  reduction  of  40 
per  cent  duty  because  these  sheets  are  not  made  in  this  country.  Page  1110, 
hearings,  etc.  Also  pocketknives,  page  1367,  hearings,  etc.  (Compare  duties 
asked  for  with  bill.) 

Philip  Berolzhelmer,  337  Broadway,  New  York.    Penholders.    Page  1712. 

Curt  G.  PfelfTer,  vice  president  Geo.  Borgfeldt  &  Co.  Cutlery  and  pocket- 
knives.    Page  1378,  hearings,  etc.    Penholders.    Page  1712,  hearings,  etc. 

Alex.  Scbwalbaeh,  New  York,  representing  J.  S.  Bretz  Co.,  New  York,  and 
Fichtel  &  Sachs,  Schweinfurt,  Bavaria.  Balls  and  bearings.  Page  1070, 
hearings,  etc. 

Otto  Hnber,  secretary  Budd  &  Westermann,  New  York.  Bottle  caps.  Page 
1938,  hearings,  etc. 

Dr.  Henry  A.  Christian,  professor  theory  and  practice,  Harvard  University. 
Surgical  instruments  and  scientific  apparatus.    Page  2141,  hearings,  etc. 

E.  Stratmann,  chairman  Max  Klaas.  Ewald  Krusuis,  Herman  Kind,  committee 
Cutlery  Importers'  Association.    Page  1370,  hearings,  etc. 

Francis  E.  Hamilton,  counsel  the  Donubil  Works,  32  Broadway,  New  York. 
Flexible  metal  tubing  or  hose.  Page  1355,  hearings,  etc.  Also  containers. 
Page  1909.  hearings,  etc.    Also  machine  tools.    Page  2003. 

R.  W.  Meade,  president  New  York  Transportation  Co.,  Fifth  Avenue  Coach  Co. 
Automobile  chassis  and  parts.    Page  1289,  hearings,  etc. 

Mnx  Frankel  Co.,  New  York.    Bottle  caps.    Page  1988. 

Joseph  Gales,  302  Broadway.  New  York,  representing  Schoverling,  Daly  & 
Gales.     Firearms.    Page  1425,  hearings,  etc. 

Alfred  Field  &  Co.,  agents  Joseph  Gillott  &  Sons,  New  York.  Importers  of 
pens.    Page  1709,  hearings,  etc. 

Edward  P.  Rosenfeld,  Guiterman,  Rosenfeld  &  Co.,  New  York.  Importers 
aluminum,  aluminum  sheets.    Page  1539,  hearings,  etc. 

J.  W.  Rlglander,  Haminel,  Riglander  &  Co.,  New  York.  Watches,  nippers,  and 
pliers;  spectacles  and  eyeglasses.    Page  1867,  hearings,  etc. 

Oscar  Heyman,  president  Oscar  Heyman  &  Co.,  220  West  Nineteenth  Street,  New 
York,  representing  importers  of  bottle  caps.    Page  1930,  hearings,  etc. 

H.  J.  McGrane,  secretary  Read,  Holliday  &  Sons.  Iron  drums  (containers). 
Page  1358,  hearings,  etc. 

Bynon  W.  Holt,  chairman  tariff  committee  of  the  Reform  Club.  Page  1865, 
hearings,  etc. 

H.  Allen  Odell,  10  West  Thirtieth  Street,  New  York,  representing  Henry  Hope 
&  Sons  (Ltd.),  Birmingham,  England,  and  George  Wragge  Co.  (Ltd.),  Man- 
chester, England.    Window  casements.    Page  2166,  hearings,  etc. 

J.  M.  Sullivan,  Emllio  Yaselli,  H.  Winship  Wheatley,  attorneys  for  Irish  Indus- 
trial Association,  New  York.    Page  1369,  hearings,  etc. 

Allan  A.  Irvine,  93  Nassau  Street,  New  York,  agents  for  the  Buchne  Steel  Wool 
Co.     Importer  of  steel  wool.     Page  1163,  hearings,  etc. 

C.  A.  Keene.  180  Broadway,  New  York.     Watches.     Page  17S7,  hearings,  etc. 

E.  Lascaris.  President  automobile  importers.     Page  1278,  hearings,  etc. 

Laeo-Philips  Co.,  New  York.     Incandescent  lamps.     Page  2082,  hearings,  etc. 

Julius  Loewenthal.  New  York,  representing  importers  of  dress  trimmings  and 
tinsel,  wired.    Page  1584,  hearings,  etc. 

Walter  H.  Weed,  Washington,  D.  C,  representing  lead-ore  operators  in  Mexico. 
Page  1630,  etc. 
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Milton  L.  Lissberger,  Lissberger  &  Son,  Long  Island  City,  N.  Y.  Lead  ore. 
Page  1632.  hearings,  etc. 

Magnolia  Metal  Co.,  New  York.    Lead-bearing  ores.    Page  1635,  hearings,  etc 

L.  Vogelstein  &  Co.    Lead-bearing  ores.    Page  1637. 

H.  Gardner  McKerrow,  Boston,  Mass.  Textile  machinery.  Page  2126,  bear* 
ings,  etc. 

H.  S.  Peters,  Dover,  N.  J.    Diesel  engines.    Page  2135,  hearings,  etc. 

S.  J.  Mixter,  M.  D..  Boston  (Mass.)  General  Hospital,  representing  43  others. 
Surgical  and  scientific  instruments.    Page  2140,  hearings,  etc. 

James  E.  Pope,  secretary  American  Manufacturers  of  Metal  Products.  Anti- 
mony.   Page  1552,  hearings,  etc. 

Robert  Homans,  Boston,  representing  Richards,  Atkinson  &  Haserick.  Import- 
ers of  textile  machinery.    Page  2107,  hearings,  etc. 

H.  Tauscher,  New  York.    Firearms.    Page  1441,  hearings,  etc. 

Siflney  R.  Veit,  secretary,  New  York.  Importers  and  manufacturers  of  milli- 
nery goods.    Page  1714,  hearings,  etc. 

Emile  J.  Wittnauer,  representing  A.  Wittnauer  Co.,  30  West  Thirty-sixth 
Street,  New  York.  Importers  and  manufacturers  of  Swiss  watches.  Page 
1777.  etc. 

James  M.  Carples,  representing  automobile  importers.    Page  1273. 

SCHEDULE  E. 

Frank  C.  Lowry,  New  York,  representing  Federal  Sugar  Refining  Co.  and 
committee  of  wholesale  grocers.    Page  2262,  hearings,  etc. 

William  A.  Jamison,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  representing  Arbuckle  Bros.  Page  2337, 
bearings,  etc. 

E.  L.  Wemple,  79  Wall  Street,  New  York,  representing  the  Warner  Sugar  Re- 
fining Co.    Page  2388,  etc. 

Charles  B.  Westcott,  attorney  at  law,  Washington,  D.  C.  Cuban  sugar.  Page 
2403,  hearings,  etc. 

John  J.  Overton,  New  York.     Free  sugar.    Page  2487,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE    F. 

John  R.  Young,  representing  the  Philadelphia  Leaf  Tobacco  Board  of  Trade. 

Tobacco.    Page  2498,  hearings,  etc. 
John  H.  Duys,  chairman  of  the  tariff  committee  of  the  Leaf  Tobacco  Board  of 

Trade  of  New  York  City.    Wrapper  tobacco.    Page  2509,  hearings,  etc. 
J.  N.  Storr,  Kuhles  and  Stock  Co.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Page  2551,  etc. 
John   W.   Merriam,   chairman   Havana   Tobacco   Importers*   Association,   New 

York.    Page  2551,  hearings,  etc. 
Francis  E.  Hamilton,  counsel  Park  and  Tilford  and  other  importers.     Page 

2580. 

SCHEDULE  O. 

Daniel   J.   Haley,   representing  the  United   Master  Butchers*   Association  of 

America. 
Charles  A.  Beatley,  secretary  Cuban  National  Horticultural  Society.     Citrus 

fruits  and  vegetables.    Page  2815,  hearings,  etc. 
A.  H.  Benjamin,  New  York.    Canned  beef.    Page  3174,  hearings,  etc 
John  Quinn,  attorney,  representing  Lawrence  J.  Callahan,  New  York.    Mackerel, 

herring.    Page  2873,  hearings,  etc. 
G.  E.  Chamberlin,  Cork.  Ireland.    Mackerel,  herring.    Page  2875,  hearings,  etc 
John  P.  Donovan,  New  York.    Hay.    Page  2757,  hearings,  etc. 
L.  B.  Parsons,  president  the  Dried  Fruit  Association,  New  York.     Page  2883, 

hearings,  etc. 
Richard  Gough,  New  York.    Rice.    Page  2719.  hearings,  etc. 
Charles  M.  Stewart,  Bangor,  Me.    Lemons.    Page  2962,  hearings,  etc 
R.  A.  Hegerty,  Kinsale,  Ireland.    Mackerel.    Page  2875. 
H.  Horsfleld,  the  John  Layton  Co.,  New  York.    Eggs.    Page  2755. 
Edwin  L.  CVBryan,  representing  Huntley  &  Palmers  (Ltd.),  Reading,  England. 

Biscuits.    Page  2728,  hearings,  etc. 
J.  M.  Sullivan,  attorney,  Irish  Industrial  Association,  New  York.     Bacon  and 

hams.    Page  2173,  hearings,  etc. 
Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce.  New  York.    Lemons.    Page  3133,  hearings,  etc. 

Macaroni.     Page  2678,  hearings,  etc. 
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K.  Tynes  Smith,  president,  William  H.  Smith,  vice  president,  J.  S.  Johnson  Co. 

Preserved  pineapples.     Page  287G,  hearings,  etc. 
S.  S.  Mack,  representing  Austin,  Nichols  &  Co.,  New  York,  wholesale  grocers. 

Importers  of  sardines.     Page  2818,  etc. 
P.  Torre,  president  New  Orleans  Fruit   Importing  Co.     Lemons.     Page  2973, 

hearings,  etc. 
New    York    Fruit    Exchange.     Oranges.     Page    2038.    hearings,    etc.     Lemons. 

Page  2957,  hearings,  etc. 
Norweigian    Minister.     Cheese,    sardines,    fish    in    tins,    salted    codfish.     Page 

2740,  hearings,  etc. 
Harrison  Osborne,  New  York.    Lemons.    Page  2975,  hearings,  etc. 

B.  M.  Shipman,  B.  M.  Shipman  Co.,  New  York.  Fish  in  oil.  Page  2831,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

Antonio  Zucca,  New  York.     Cheese,  olive  oil,  lemons.     Page  2736.  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE   H. 

Francis   E.   Hamilton,   32   Broadway,   New   York,   representing   the  Wine  and 

Spirit  Traders'  Society  of  the  United  States.     Page  3257.  hearings,  etc. 
Irish  Industrial  Association.     Wines,  ales,  porters.     Page  3203.  hearings,  etc. 
Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce.     Wines,  spirts,  etc.     Page  32S0. 

C.  A.  Mariani,  New  York.     Wines.     Page  3289,  hearings,  etc. 

Victor  E.   Whitlock,   New   York,   representing   importers  of  beer.     Page  3291, 

hearings,  etc. 
Antonio  Zucca.     Wines,  liquors,  brandies.     Page  3289,  hearings,  etc. 
Henry  Melville,  New  York.     Mineral  water.     Page  3300. 
Apolinaris  Agency  Co.,  503  Fifth  Avenue,  New  York.     Page  3308,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE    I. 

Frederic  B.  Shipley,  F.  B.  Shipley  &  Co..  49  Leonard  Street,  New  York. 
Philip  F.  Timpson,  New  York.     Cotton  manufacturers. 

SCHEDULE   J. 

Sidney  B.  Veit,  secretary  Association  of  New  York  Imi>orters  and  Manufac- 
turers of  Millinery  Coods.     Laces.    Page  3914.  hearings,  etc. 

H.  W.  Baker,  president  Baker  Linen  Co.,  New  York.  Flax,  hemp.  etc.  Page 
4096,  hearings,  etc. 

Henry  Beutell  &  Son,  New  York :  Oermania  Importing  Co..  New  York ;  Green- 
wich Linoleum  Co.,  New  York;  P.  O.  Judson  &  Co.,  New  York:  A.  &  M. 
Karagheusian  &  Co..  New  York ;  Scott  &  West  Co.,  New  York ;  C.  H.  Weber, 
New  York.    Oilcloth  and  linoleum.    Page  3815,  hearings,  etc. 

D.  Strachan,  for  Erskine  Beveridge  &  Co.,  New  York.    Linens.    Page  4092. 
Charles  M.  Albertson,  Continental  Cordage  Co.,  New  York.    Cables  and  cordage. 

Page  3765. 
Henry   D.   Cooper,   president   Linen   Association   of   New   York.     Jute   yarns. 

Threads  and  fabrics.    Page  3748. 
Dezell  &  Helwig,  New  York.    Flax  manufacturers.    Page  4098. 
Henry  Douglas,  Douglas  &  Berry.  New  York.    Handkerchiefs.    Page  4078. 
Galland,  Wechmar  &  Co..  New  York   by  Francis  E.  Hamilton,  counsel.     Laces, 

embroidery.    Page  3922. 
H.  N.  Gildea,  president  J.  &  A.  I).  Grimond   (Ltd.),  New  York  and  Dundee, 

Scotland.    Jute  carpeting.    Page  3798. 
Richard  H.  Grooch.  New  York.    Linens.    Page  4099. 
Charles  D.  Orth.  representing  Hanson  &  Orth,  New  York.     Flax,  hackled  or 

dressed     Paze  3719. 
Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce,  New  York.    Hemp.    Page  3742. 
Thomas  H.  Watson,  New  York,  representing  Mills  &  Gibbs,  New  York,  import- 
ers of  laces  and  embroideries.     Page  3915. 
Neuss,  Hesslein  &  Co.,  New  York.     Linen  goods.     Page  4003. 
Remy,  Schmidt  &  Pleissner,  New  York.    Flax.    Page  4094. 
George  Staber.  representing  the  Germanhi   Importing  Co.,  41  Union   Square, 

New  York.    Oilcloth  and  linoleum.    Page  3800. 
Philip  W.  Thomson,  representing  Thomson  &  Fessenden,  Boston.    Linen  fabrics. 

Page  4084. 
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T.  S.  Todd.  New  York.    Linen  thread  and  ynrn.    Page  3766. 

Isaac  Weingart,  New  York,  representing  50  importers  of  the  Association  of  the 
Importers  of  Laces.     Embroideries,  etc.    Page.  3884. 

J.  C.  Wirtz,  importer.  New  York.  Floor  mattings.  Page  3788,  hearings,  etc 
"  Of  course,  being  an  importer,  I  naturally  do  not  Iook  on  the  side  of  protec- 
tion." 

SCHEDULE  K. 

E.  H.  Van  Ingen  &  Co.,  importers,  New  York.    Page  4237,  bearings. 

P.  B.  Worrall.  importers.  New  York.  Page  4258,  hearings,  etc.  Has  a  ware- 
house in  Yorkshire.  England.  Accuses  Mr.  Whitman  of  "  robbing."  Sug- 
gested going  down  to  Washington  to  "have  a  talk  with  Mr.  Underwood." 
Favored  goods  duty  of  35  and  40  per  cent. 

Oelrichs  &  Co.,  New  York.    For  ad  valorem  on  wool.    Page  4284. 

Andrew  J.  Solis,  Boston.    Low  rates  on  tops  and  yarns.    Page  4286. 

W.  A.  Schneider,  New  York.  Importer,  "theoretically"  for  free  trade.  Page 
4308. 

George  Borgfeldt  &  Co.  Importers.  "  Chief  value  "  of  wool.  Page  4400,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

SCHEDULE  L. 

Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce.  Silk  and  silk  manufactures.  Page  4513,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

John  W.  Siewart,  Stewart  Silk  Co.    Schappe  and  spun  silk.    Page  4517. 

Edward  L.  Johnson,  president.  Signey  B.  Velt,  secretary,  Association  of  New 
York  Importers  and  Manufacturers  of  Millinery  Goods.  Page  4544,  hearings, 
etc. 

Samuel  Kridel,  New  York,  representing  J.  Kridel  Sons  and  other  importers. 
Page  4590. 

C.  A.  Streuli,  of  Streuli  &  Howell,  New  York,  for  Rusch  &  Co.,  importers.  Page 
4615,  hearings,  etc. 

Albert  Herzog,  New  York.    Silk  and  silk  goods.    Page  4619,  hearings,  etc. 

Francis  R  Hamilton,  New  York,  representing  the  French  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
Page  4621. 

T.  M.  Sullivan,  attorney,  representing  the  Irish  Industrial  Association  of  New 
York.     Poplins,  silk,  and  silk  goods.     Page  4624. 

Bertram.  Lyon,  France.     Page  4628.  hearings,  etc. 

I.  S.  Wolf,  of  I.  S.  Wolf  &  Co..  99  Green  Street,  New  York.  Page  4628,  hearings, 
etc. 

Otto  Muller  &  Co.,  H.  G.  Adolph.  New  York.  Umbrella  silk.  Page  4633,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

Chas.  Herrmann,  96  Spring  Street.  New  York.  Umbrella  silk.  Page  4643,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

John  Donnt  &  Co..  Dearberg  Bros.,  Isler  &  Guye.  Importers  of  silk  braids. 
Page  4662,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE   M. 

Gen.  Herman  Staber,  representing  the  Germania  Importing  Co.,  New  York, 
Paper.    Page  4681,  hearings,  etc. 

John  Norris,  chairman  committee  on  paper,  American  Newspaper  Publishers' 
Association.    Print  paper.    Page  4755. 

Richard  T.  Stevens,  president  Japan  Paper  Co.  Importers  of  high-grade  print- 
ing paper.    Page  4817. 

Alfred  Frank,  president  Rose  &  Frank  Co.    Tissue  paper.    Page  4819. 

Charles  W.  Williams,  New  York.  Charles  W.  Williams  &  Co.  Importers  sur- 
face-coated paper.    Page  4823,  hearings,  etc. 

L.  Beck,  Philadelphia,  Charles  Beck  Co.  Importer  surface-coated  paper.  Page 
4847,  hearings,  etc. 

M.  Greenbaum,  treasurer  Kern  Commercial  Co.,  New  York.  Wrapping  paper. 
Page  4849,  hearings,  etc. 

Samuel  Robert,  New  York.  Importer  of  German  paper  bags.  Page  4861, 
hearin&rs  etc. 

Alfred  Clements,  Willis  &  Clements,  Philadelphia.  Importers  of  photographic 
paper.    Page  4866,  hearings,  etc. 

John  MacRae,  New  York,  representing  the  E.  P.  Dutton  &  Co.  Importers  and 
publishers.    Page  4880. 
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Edward  Wolf,  Wolf  &  Co.,  Philadelphia.  Importers  of  lithographic  printa 
Page  4892. 

Lewis  C.  Wagner  &  Co.,  New  York.    Cigar  labels  and  bands.    Page  4895. 

Moller  Kokeritz  &  Co.,  New  York.    Cigar  labels  and  bands.    Page  4897. 

F.  Rodriguez,  treasurer  Salvador  Rodriguez  (Inc.),  New  York.  Cigar  labels 
and  bands.    Page  4908. 

Max  L.  Kaufmann,  A.  L.  &  M.  L.  Kaufmann,  New  York.  Cigar  labels  and 
bands.    Page  4909. 

Carl  O.  von  Kokeritz,  New  York.    Cigar  labels  and  bands.    Page  4910. 

Francisco  Garcia,  F.  Garcia  &  Bros.,  22  Warren  Street,  New  York.  Cigar  labels 
and  bands.    Page  4912. 

Homer  A.  Jones,  Steffens,  Jones  &  Co.,  New  York.  Cigar  labels  and  bands. 
Page  4914. 

J.  A.  Voice,  Kaufman,  Pasbach  &  Voice,  New  York.  Cigar  labels  and  bands. 
Page  4915. 

Charles  W.  Harrison,  East  Liverpool,  Ohio.    Decalcomanias.    Page  4916. 

Rudolph  Gaertner,  New  York,  and  East  Liverpool,  Ohio:  Alfred  Munich.  Ce- 
ramic Transfer  Co.,  New  York,  and  East  Liverpool.  Ohio ;  Peter  May,  Trans- 
lucent Window  Sign  Co.,  New  York.  Decalcomanias.  Page  4917,  hearings, 
etc. 

Shirley  S.  Lloyd,  treasurer  W.  H.  S.  Lloyd  Co.;  Lionel  Moses,  by  B.  Moses; 
George  J.  Hunken ;  Emil  Majirt  Co. ;  Alexander  Hutchinson,  treasurer  Hutch- 
inson, Blackley  Co.;  T.  B.  Aldrich,  president  F.  J.  Enmierick  Co.  Importers 
of  wall  paper.    Page  4935,  hearings,  etc. 

Clark  J.  Bush,  representing  the  Prager  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.  Importers  of  wall 
paper.    Page  4936,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE   N. 

Julius  Loewenthal  &  Co.,  C.  Willenberg  &  Co.,  Kern,  I-oewi  &  Mendel,  Ewing 
&  Claney,  L.  Maul  &  Co.,  Beurdheimer  Bros.,  Royal  Embroidery  Works,  S. 
Katz  &  Co.,  B.  Blumenthal  &  Co.,  Case  &  Co.,  Mills  &  Gibbs,  Max  Mandel, 
G.  nirsh  &  Son,  New  York.  Importers  of  dress  trimmings.  Page  4985,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

T.  S.  Todd.  Bronson  Bros.  &  Co.,  21  West  Fourth  Street,  New  York.  Importers 
of  straw  hats.     Page  5002,  hearings,  etc. 

Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce.    Straw  braid.    Page  5007,  hearings,  etc. 

Ernest  H.  Hoi  ton,  New  York.  Representing  imi>orters  of  brushes.  Page  5016. 
Dickerhoff,  Raffloer  &  Co.,  New  York.    Trousers  buckles.    Page  5082. 

Geo.  W.  Hogan,  New  York,  representing  Topken  Co.  Vegetable  ivory  buttons. 
Page  5120. 

Adolph  Keller.  New  York,  representing  Strauss  Bros.  &  Co.,  J.  Porter  &  Co., 
Dickerhoff,  R  a  flier  &  Co.    Importers  of  agate  buttons.    Page  5125. 

Gustav  Blumenthal,  New  York,  representing  B.  Blumenthal  &  Co.,  Bailey, 
Green  &  Elger,  Dickerhoff,  Raffer  &  Co.,  Strauss  Bros.  &  Co.  Importers  of 
buttons.     Page  5146. 

S.  Basch,  New  York;  S.  Basch  &  Co.,  representing  Waldes  &  Co.,  Germany. 
Snap  fasteners.    Page  5170.    "  These  fasteners  are  not  made  in  this  country." 

Paul  Bowmann.  New  York.    Buckles  and  snap  fasteners.    Page  5171. 

Ferdinand  Gutmann  &  Co.,  New  York.    Importers  of  cork.    Page  5191. 

Max  Frankel  Co.,  New  York.     Corks.     Page  5203.   • 

Strobel  &  Wilkin  Co..  New  York.     Importers  of  toys.    Page  5221. 

Edward  H.  Wagner,  New  York.    Importers  of  fireworks.    Page  5238. 

S.  H.  Ganz.  for  the  committee  of  jewelry  and  novelty  importers.     Page  5400. 

Francis  E.  Hamilton,  32  Broadway,  New  York,  counsel  for  importers  and  for* 
eign  manufacturers  of  horn  combs.     Page  5685. 

Bbikfs   and   Statements    Filed   with    the   Committee   on   Finance. 

schedule  b. 

William  S.  Pitcairn,  New  YTork,  representing  importers  of  earthenware  and 
white  ware.    Page  237,  hearings,  etc. 

Fisher,  Bruce  &  Co.,  221  Market  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Importers  of  earthen- 
ware.   Page  247. 

Burbank,  Douglass  &  Co.,  Portland,  Mr.  Importers,  earthenware  and  china. 
Page  254. 
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Laeo-Philips  Co.,  131  Hudson  Street,  New  York.     Incandescent  lamps.     Page 
288. 

SCHEDULE   C. 

James  M.  Carples,  New  York.    Automobile  importers'  committee.     Page  334. 

Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce,  New  York.    Automobiles.    Page  352. 

H.  Trentinel.  Brussels.  Belgium.    Automobiles.    Page  304. 

Berlin  manufacturers.    Page  3G4. 

Italian  manufacturers.    Pages  375  and  378. 

Leigh  &  Butler,  Boston.     Importers  textile  machinery.    Page  5G9. 

SCHEDULE  E. 

Frank  C.  Lowry,  138  Front  Street,  New  York.    Free  sugar.    Page  828. 

SCHEDULE   G. 

L.  B.  Howe,  secretary,  New  York  Produce  Exchange.    Cattle  and  sheep.    Page 

841. 
J.  P.  Wade,  secretary.  New  York  and  New  Jersey  Livestock  Exchange.     live 

animals.     Page  842. 
United  Master  Butchers'  Association  of  America,  Boston,  Mass.    Meat — food 

animals  and  meat.     Page  842. 
William  A.  Hagard  &  Co.,  29  Broadway,  New  York,  agents  for  Huntley  & 

Palmers  (Ltd.),  Reading.  England.    Biscuits.    Page  906. 
Harrison    Osborne,   34    Nassau    Street.    New    Y'ork,    for    Daires.    Auerbach    & 

Cornell.     Imjwrters  of  lemons.     Page  941. 
William   A.   Camp,   president.   New   York   Fruit   Exchange,   81  Beach   Street, 

New  York.    Lemons.    Page  946. 
De  Luccia  &  Co.  and  L.  G.  Mariana.  New  York.    Importers  of  lemons.    Page 

951. 

SCHEDULE   I. 

Churchill  &  Marlow.  63  Wall   Street,  New  York,  representing  E.  De  Grand- 

mont.    Cotton  cloth.     Page  1068. 
Ernest   A.    Palmer,    Providence.   R.    I.,    representing  the   Winternottom   Book 

Back  Co.,  Manchester,  England.    Tracing  cloth.    Page  1072. 
Lyon   Bros.  &  Co..  Baltimore,   agents  for  the  Lancaster    (England)    window 

blinds.    Page  1083. 

SCHEDULE    J. 

Dudley  Field  Malone.  representing  New  York  importers  of  laces.    Page  1186. 
Neilson  &  Crossley,  116  Franklin  Street.  New  York.     Flax.    Page  1196. 

SCHEDULE   L. 

K.  De  Gnindmont.  by  Churchill  &  Marlow,  63  Wall  Street,  New  York.     Silks. 
Page  1355. 

SCHEDULE   M. 

Francis  E.  Hamilton.  32  Broadway,  New  York.    For  the  importers  of  paper 
hangings.    Page  1485. 

SCHEDULE  N. 

Rowland  H.  Smith :  Alfred  H.  Smith,  35  West  Thirty-third  Street,  New  York. 

Importers  of  brushes.    Page  1507. 
Edward  P.  Stahel  &  Co.,  354  Fourth  Avenue,  New  York.    Glass  buttons.    Page 

1531. 
Ewald  C.  Dieckerhoff,  560  Broadway,  New  York,  representing  Importers  of 

agate  shoe  buttons.    Page  1529. 
Warren    B.    Hutchinson,    Salvation    Match    Co.,    New   York.    Matches.    Page 

1552. 
Bill   &   Caldwell.   588  Broadway,   New  York.    Importers  of  felt  ♦hats.    Page 

1597. 
Dudley  Field  Malone,  New  York,  representing  over  50  concerns  importing  laces 

and  embroideries. 
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Advocates  of  Reduced  Duties  at  the  Hearings  Before  Subcommittees  of  the 

Committee  on  Finance. 

F.  J.  Goertner.  representing  Semou-Bache  &  Co.,  New  York.  Importers  of  plate 
glass.  Page  6.  (At  the  lobby  hearing  Mr.  Goertner  testified  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  money  spent  in  his  tariff  campaign  was  constituted  by  foreign 
manufacturers.) 

W.  S.  Piteairn.  44  Murray  Street,  New  York,  representing  committee  of  im- 
porters of  pottery.     Page  55. 

Benjamin  A  Levett.  17  State  Street,  New  York,  representing  Laco-Phillips  Co. 
Importers  of  incandescent  lamps.     Page  74. 

William  A.  Schlohnhm.  Yonkers,  N.  Y.,  representing  SO  per  cent  of  the  im- 
porters of  cutlery.     Page  98. 

Maurice  A.  Harwick.     Importer  of  bronze  powder.     Page  114. 

Robert  Homans.  53  State  Street,  Boston,  representing  Richards,  Atkinson  & 
Haserick.     Importers  of  textile  machinery.     Page  144. 

M.  E.  Mailhouse,  New  York,  representing  German  manufacturers  of  velvet. 
Page  285. 

Henry  F.  Tiedermann.  New  York.    Importer  of  silks.    Page  291. 

Charles  K.  Strueli.  New  York.     Importer  of  silks.    Page  291. 

James  L.  Gerry,  32  Broadway,  New  York.  German  sago.  Page  307.  (See  p. 
333,  hearings,  etc.) 

William  A.  Schlobohm,  Yonkers,  N.  Y.,  representing  the  Pears  Soap  Co. 
Page  442. 

Charles  W.  Williams.  214  Worcester  Street,  New  York,  representing  Charles  W. 
Williams  &  Co.    Importer  surface-coated  paper.    Page  583. 

Rudolph  Goertner.  New  York.     Decalcomanias.     Page  000. 

Edward  Wolf.  Philadelphia,  representing  houses  in  Bremen,  Berlin,  Loudon, 
and  Philadelphia.     Lithographing.     Paragraphs  333  and  337,  page  619. 

.John  Macltea.  vice  president.  K.  P.  Dutton  &  Co.,  New  York.  Lithographing. 
Paragraphs  333  and  337,  page  p24. 

T.  S.  Todd,  New  York,  representing  Bronson  Bros.  &  Co.  Importers  of  straw 
hats.     Pages  &37  and  043. 

E.  H.  Holten,  New  York,  representing  importers  of  brushes.     Page  650. 

E.  Goldmark.  New  York,  representing  importers  of  feathers.     Page  70S. 

W.  H.  Sharp,  representing  Tidewater  Paj>er  Mills.  New  York.  Importers  of 
Camidian  wood  pulp.     Paragraph  651,  page  809. 

Senator  Walsh.  Xow,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire  to  say  in  this  con- 
nection that  if  there  has  been  anything  in  the  nature  of  a  concerted 
effort  on  the  part  of  importers  of  this  country,  and  particularly  if 
there  has  been  anything  like  any  effort  upon  the  part  of  any  foreign 
manufacturers  or  foreign  producers,  toward  securing  any  reduction 
of  the  duties  in  the  present  bill — in  other  words,  if  there  has  been 
anything  on  the  part  of  these  interests,  which  of  course  generally 
speaking  would  be  selfishly  disposed  to  procure  a  reduction  of  the 
duties,  that  might  be  characterized  as  lobbying  in  favor  of  reduction 
in  the  tariff  rates  provided  by  the  present  bill — the  subject  unques- 
tionably ought  to  be  investigated  by  this  committee. 

So  far  as  my  recollection  now  goes,  there  has  been  revealed  in  the 
course  of  this  inquiry  no  intimation  or  suggestion  that  would  lead  to 
any  such  conclusion,  except  in  the  case  of  two  commodities.  We 
have  testimony  from  Mr.  Goertner  to  the  effect  that  some  money  was 
contributed  toward  the  campaign  that  he  represented  by  foreign 
manufacturers  of  glass.  We  likewise  have  testimony  that  the  sugar 
planters  of  Cuba,  or  at  least  the  agricultural  society  of  Cuba  having 
its  headquarters  in  Habana,  paid  Mr.  Robinson  $2,000  for  an  article 
that  he  wrote.  There  is  further  testimony  to  the  effect  that  an  effort 
was  made  to  induce  the  planters  of  Cuba  to  contribute  a  fund,  to  the 
amount  of  $25,000.  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the  campaign  in 
favor  of  free  sugar,  and  that  that  came  to  naught  and  that  they  re- 
fused to  join  any  such  move. 
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I  beg  to  say  in  this  connection  that  in  my  estimation  the  committee 
is  not  enlightened  at  all  by  the  list  given  to  us  by  Mr.  Marvin  of 
those  people  who  appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
or  Finance  Committee  asking  for  a  reduction  in  the  duties.     I  ap- 

Erehend  that  as  each  one  of  them  came  he  was  interrogated  as  to  what 
is  business  was  and  as  to  whom  he  represented  and  what  his  rela- 
tions were.  So  I  do  not  think  that  we  would  be  justified  in  under- 
taking to  call  before  this  committee  every  man  who  appeared  before 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  or  before  the  Finance  Committee 
for  the  purpose  of  endeavoring  to  find  out  about  this  matter.  At  the 
same  time,  if  Mr.  Marvin  or  anybody  else  has  any  information  to  the 
effect  that  such  a  condition  exists,  for  instance,  as  is  indicated  in  one 
of  the  morning  papers,  namely,  that  the  duties  are  being  reduced  in 
accordance  with  a  campaign  conducted  by  domestic  and  foreign  in- 
terests selfishly  concerned  in  securing  a  reduction  of  the  duties,  per- 
sonally speaking,  I  shall  be  exceedingly  thankful  to  have  that  intor- 
mation,  because  I  think  it  would  be  exceedingly  enlightening  to  the 
country  and  to  Congress. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  rather  unusual  to  judge 
a  case  before  we  get  through  hearing  the  evidence.  But  I  will  not 
attempt  to  criticize  it.  However,  inasmuch  as  the  statement  has  been 
made,  I  want  to  say  that  it  is  common  report  that  extensive  impor- 
tations have  been  made  lately  by  the  importers,  and  that  they  are 
placing  their  goods,  by  the  millions  of  dollars'  worth,  in  bond  in  New 
York,  awaiting  the  passage  of  this  bill  in  order  to  get  the  benefit  of 
the  reduced  duty.  I  was  told  the  other  day  that  there  was  something 
like  $100,000,000  T7orth  of  goods  placed  in  bond  there  by  the  im- 
porters. They  have  been  importing  and  are  importing  now  these 
goods  and  putting  them  in  bondt  with  the  view  of  not  taking  them 
out  of  bond  until  the  new  tariff  bill  passes.  That  shows  one  activity 
of  the  importers. 

Senator  Reed.  But  it  may  not  be  a  lobby  activity.  I  trust  that 
what  the  Senator  says  is  true,  in  the  hope  that  the  American  con- 
sumers will  receive  some  benefit. 

The  Chairman.  Every  witness  has  given  testimony  here  under 
oath,  and  that  testimony,  with  one  exception — that  exception  being  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Goertner — has  disclosed  the  fact  that  no  money  has 
come  from  foreign  manufacturers  to  influence  legislation,  and  that 
there  has  been  no  lobbying  here  among  Senators  on  the  part  of 
importers.     Of  course  I  can  not  speak  as  to  the  House. 

Senator  Walsh.  Speaking  for  myself,  I  do  not  undertake  to  say 
whether  there  has  been  or  has  not  been.  Up  to  the  present  time  no 
information  that  I  can  recall,  indicating  any  such  activity,  has  come 
to  the  committee. 

If  Senator  Nelson  has  any  information  that  these  importers,  who 
have  thus  accumulated  these  articles  of  merchandise  in  the  expecta- 
tion that  this  bill  will  be  passed,  are  in  that  expectation  expending 
any  money  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  the  passage  of  the  bill,  or 
exercising  any  of  the  other  activities  I  characterize  as  lobbying,  I 
.feel  very  certain  that  the  Senator  will  call  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee to  the  matter,  and  the  committee  will  be  glad  to  proceed  in 
the  matter.  ' 

The  Chairman.  Perhaps  I  should  read  this  letter  I  have  in  my 
hand,  because  it  seems  to  me  it  is  a  contradiction  of  what  Senator 
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Nelson  .has  said.  This  letter  came  to  me  a  few  minutes  ago  through 
the  mail.  Perhaps  this  could  be  called  insidious  lobbying.  It  is 
headed  "  F.  L.  Plummer,  room  712,  2  East  Twenty-third  Street,  New 
York." 

This  is  evidently  an  article  that  has  been  sent  to  every  morning 
and  evening  newspaper  of  importance  in  the  country.  This  appears 
at  the  top : 

Released  for  morning  and  evening  papers  of  July  24. 

I  will  read  enough  of  this  so  that  you  may  see  what  it  is. 

NOTED  DRY  GOODS   MEN   ON   THE   WARPATH. — AMERICA'S   LEADING   MERCHANTS   UNITE 

IN  PROTEST  TO  CONGRESS. 

(Note  to  editor:  This  news  story  is  submitted  without  charge  by  the  signers 
of  the  petition  mentioned.  Please  mail  copy  of  issue  containing  article  to  above 
address. ) 

Washington,  July  — .  United  States  Senator  O'Gorman,  of  New  York,  to-day 
presented  to  Congress  the  petition  of  nearly  100  leading  distributors  of  cotton 
cloths,  handling  practically  the  entire  output  of  domestic  cotton  fabrics,  pro- 
testing against  the  enactment  into  law  of  4*  unequal  provisions  covering  cotton 
textiles  and  deploring  the  discrimination  that  subjects  the  cotton  trade  to  these 
needless  hardships."  At  the  same  time  it  was  pointed  out  that  the  cotton  men, 
by  coining  into  the  open  rather  than  instituting  an  "  insidious  lobby  for  in- 
fluencing legislation"  had  taken  a  long  step  toward  securing  the  "pole"  in 
public  and  legislative  approbation.  Inasmuch  as  the  document  is  undoubtedly 
the  voice  of  a  united  trade  rather  than  the  complaint  of  any  single  group  of 
allied  interests,  it  is  freely  predicted  that  Congress  has  no  alternative  other 
than  giving  the  case  serious  attention  and  wide  discussion  in  both  branches  of 
the  National  Legislature. 

Senator  Reed.  Could  we  find  out  who  has  sent  this  out,  who  is  dis- 
tributing this  particular  document  to  the  press?  Is  there  anything 
to  indicate  who  sent  it  out? 

The  Chairman.  Nothing,  except  it  comes  to  me  from  a  newspaper, 
without  a  word  of  comment.  It  is  inclosed  and  addressed  to  the 
"  Editor  of  the  News,  De  Land,  Fla."  It  was  received  July  23.  It 
was  inclosed  in  another  envelope  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  file  it  away  until  we  get 
around  to  the  matter  in  the  course  of  our  investigation. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  a  recess  until  3  o'clock. 

(Thereupon,  at  1.15  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  took  a  recess  until 
3  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at  3 
o'clock  p.  m. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  a  statement  to  make.  The  committee  has 
concluded  to  allow  counsel  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers and  their  associated  companies  to  cross-examine  the  witness, 
Mr.  Mulhall,  and  also  to  allow  counsel  for  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  to  cross-examine  the  witness.  If  they  desire  to  do  so,  we 
will  permit  them  to  cross-examine  Mr.  Mulhall,  with  the  understand- 
ing that  they  must  have  every  question  printed  and  presented  Xo  tlie 
committee  before  the  examination  begins;  and  the  committee  will 
rule  upon  the  questions,  as  to  their  competency  or  whether  they  shall 
be  asked.    We  wish  the  questions  presented  to  the  chairman  of  the 
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committee,  or  to  the  committee,  at  least  24  hours  before  the  cross- 
examination  begins. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  be  glad  to  hear  you,  Mr.  McCarter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  entirely  satisfactory  to  us. 

Mr.  Holder.  That  will  be  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Can  the  committee  tell  us  about  when  Mr.  Mul- 
halTs  direct  examination  will  be  concluded? 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  you  can  tell  about  that  as  well  as  we 
can.  We  are  now  on  letter  No.  4015,  and  we  ought  to  close  it  by 
Tuesday,  I  should  think. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Thank  you,  sir. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MAETIN  MICHAEL  MXTLHALL— Continued. 

Senator  Reed.  4013,  4014  is  a  duplicate  of  4011,  4012. 
Is  No.  4015  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  McClave? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  that  has  been  read. 
Senator  Walsh.  No. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  as  follows: 

I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  13th,  inclosing  a  copy  of  letter  dated 
November  10th  sent  to  Mr.  George  Burke,  which  I  herewith  return,  and  beg  to 
sn y  in  reply  that  my  letter  to  you  of  November  30th  contains  all  I  have  to  say 
in  the  matter. 

401G,  4017  is  a  duplicate  of  4011,  4012. 
4018— 401 9  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Cox  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Muliiall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

The*  result  of  the  Massachusetts  election  was  not  a  great  surprise  to  me, 
knowing,  first,  how  easy  it  is  for  the  people  to  be  misled;  and,  second,  the  depth 
of  Foss's  barrel.  The  worst  feature  of  the  campaign  in  Massachusetts  was  the 
effect  upon  Senator  Lodge,  though  I  expect  he  will  be  reelected. 

The  leaders  of  the  labor  unions  were  purchased  body  and  soul,  so  far  as 
appearances  went,  by  Foss.  and  despite  their  earnest  protest  against  his  nomi- 
nation thoy  all  fell  into  line  and  worked  like  beavers  for  him.  What  he  will 
do  in  the  way  of  compensation  is  problematical,  though,  as  above  intimated,  I 
think  they  have  already  received  their  compensation,  and  I  expect  him  to  be 
the  business  man  when  labor  legislation  is  put  up  to  him  rather  than  the  poli- 
tician. 

If  he  acts  officially  as  he  talks  in  private  conversation  he  will  die  a  yearling 
beyond  question.  His  opposition  to  Lodge  is  helping  the  Senator  dally  and  is 
splitting  the  Democratic  Party  on  this  question. 

As  for  the  future,  I  am  not  very  optimistic.  In  time  the  people  will  recover 
their  sanity  and  Massachusetts  will  get  into  line  again  as  a  Republican  State, 
but  for  a  year  or  two  I  look  for  continuous  troublous  times. 

I  am  glad  to  hear  so  good  a  report  on  labor  legislation  fn  the  present  session 
of  Congress. 

Xo.  4020  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Muliiall  (after  examining  letter).  Ves.  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4021  is  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr!  Muliiall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Keed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

I  have  your  letter  of  December  20th.  and  contents  are  duly  noted.  Pardon 
the  brevity  of  this  letter  of  acknowledgment,  but  It  is  my  intention  to  be  lb 
Washington  as  shortly  after  Janaury  1st  as  is  possible,  for  I  am  desirous  of 
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taking  up  the  matter  with  Congressman  Gardner  that  I  have  suggested  to  you 
previously.  At  that  time  we  will  discuss  any  other  subject  that  is  of  mutual 
interest,  and,  best  of  all,  I  shall  have  the  opportunity  of  visiting  with  you  for  a 
while. 

4022,  4023  is  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  rendered  to  this  asso- 
ciation, is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  this  item : 

December  20.  Supper  for  self  and  for  I.  H.  McMichaels,  Congressman  James 
A.  McDermott,  and  others,  at  Fritz  Reuter's  Hotel,  $8. 

Did  you  have  a  supper  there  for  Mr.  McMichael  and  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott and  others?  m 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  has  already  referred  to  that  fact.  That  is 
where  they  were  first  brought  into  touch  with  each  other.  He  has 
testified  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.    I  am  asking  whether  that  is  the  account  for  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  further  examining  account).  I  would  not 
swear  that  was  the  first  meeting  I  had  with  Mr.  McDermott  at  Fritz 
Reuter's. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  a  meeting  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  I  call  your  attention  to  the  following  items: 

December  30.  Breakfast  at  Fritz  Renter's  Hotel  for  self  and  one.  $2. 
Dinner  in  Washington,  D.  C,  for  self  and  one,  $2.25. 

Do  you  know  who  was  with  you  at  that  time  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  under  the  impression  it  was  Mr.  McMichael 
I  had  breakfast  with. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  next  item : 

Paid  to  I.  H.  McMichaels  for  services  rendered  for  the  month  of  December. 
1911,  as  per  instructions  of  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  $30. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  call  attention  also  to  the  following  item : 

Balance  due  to  Mr.  I.  H.  McMichaels,  $20. 

Did  you  pay  that  $30  to  McMichael  at  or  about  the  time  mentioned, 
and  was  there  a  balance  due,  according  to  this  arrangement,  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  4024,  4025  is  a  copv  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  this  sentence : 

Mr.  Kartnoldt  stated  that  he  would  use  his  influence  with  the  highest  Sena- 
tors, and  Gardner  promised  to  help  along  the  same  lines. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4026  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Wiggins ;  and 
if  so,  was  it  a  letter  which  you  wrote,  or  was  it  somebody  else  who 
wrote  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  This  was  written  by  the 
general  manager  of  the  Imperial  Hotel,  at  New  York  City,  to  the 
manager  of  the  Walton  Hotel,  in  Philadelphia,  as  an  introduction  for 
myself. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  does  not  seem  to  be  an  introduction.  Look  at 
that  again  and  read  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  further  examination  of  letter).  I  see  that  it 
is  a  lettter  asking  him  to  forward  my  mail.  I  thought  that  it  was 
a  letter  of  introduction,  because  it  was  coming  from  the  general 
manager  of  that  hotel. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4027  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  4028-4030  is  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  J. 
Philip  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

I  have  been  absent  from  the  city  for  some  time  since  Congress  adjourned, 
and  got  on  the  job  again  this  morning  at  the  opening  session,  and  had  a  long 
interview  with  our  friend  Emery,  and  up  to  the  present  time  there  has  noth- 
ing startling  appeared  on  the  horizon. 

Is  there  anything  else  that  anyone  wants  to  read  from  that  letter? 

No.  4031  is  what  1 

The  Chairman.  You  need  not  read  No.  4027.  That  is  unim- 
portant. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4031  is  a  letter  from  Boudinot  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4032  a  letter  of  January  17,  1911,  from  J.  P. 
Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  ask  something  about  that.  I  read  as 
follows : 

I  have  consulted  with  Mr.  Stillmnn  in  reference  to  your  expense  account  of 
December  27,  1910,  and  he  has  instructed  Mr.  Boudinot  to  issue  a  check  for 
$251.25  until  such  time  as  the  balance  of  the  account  is  taken  care  of,  as  per 
our  understanding. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  a  misunderstanding  about  one  account 
sheet,  that  Mr.  Bird  wanted  some  information  on.  That  is  what 
that  has  got  reference  to.  That  was  the  last  account  I  sent  in,  or  I 
believe  it  was  the  last  one,  Senator — I  mean  it  was  the  last  account 
from  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  last  account  is  January  3,  1911,  and  this 
refers  to  the  account  of  December  27,  which  is  here;  but  I  perceive 
that  it  is  not  summed  up  as  the  accounts  usually  are. 

Senator  Reed.  There  was  some  dispute  about  a  part  of  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  a  dispute  aoout  a  part  or  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  a  letter  datetf  January  11,  1912,  which 
bears  the  signature  of  the  national  tariff  commission,  by  directors,  etc. 
Was  that  a  circular  that  was  gotten  out  by  these  gentlemen? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  circular).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  not  in  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  That  does  not  appear  to  be  in  the  record.  I  wanted 
to  ask  the  committee  if  they  do  not  think  that  ought  to  go  in  ?  It  is 
from  the  national  tariff  commission  association,  and  it  seems  to  be  a 
part  of  a  propoganda,  and  I  suggest  that  it  be  printed. 

The  Chairman.  Let  it  be  printed  in  the  record. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  might  be  .marked  No.  4031-A.  The  last  date 
before  it  is  January  9;  it  is  dated  January  11,  and  the  date  of  the 
next  paper  is  January  i7. 

The  circular  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

(4031  A.) 

National  Convention  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  to 
meet  at  Washington,  D.  C  January  11-12,  1911,  The  New  Willard. 

The  proposition  for  a  permanent  independent  tariff  commission  has  been  for 
the  past  two  years  before  the  American  people  as  an  active  and  leading  national 
question. 

By  well -organized  effort,  dating  from  the  Indianapolis  convention  held  in 
February,  1909,  every  great  business  interest  in  this  country  has  been  stirred 
to  a  realization  that  the  basic  method  by  which  our  tariff  laws  have  been  framed 
is  radically  wrong,  entirely  inadequate  to  meet  present  conditions,  and  such  as 
to  cause  serious  injury  and  injustice  to  the  people. 

This  knowledge  has  become  so  widely  disseminated  through  the  leading 
business  organizations  of  the  country  as  to  cause  an  upheavel  in  politics,  and 
has  proved  beyond  any  question  to  our  representatives  in  Washington  that  the 
thinking  people  of  the  United  States  are  determined  to  effect  a  radical  change 
in  tariff-making  methods. 

The  National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  a  powerful  organization,  made 
up  of  the  strongest  and  most  important  commercial  bodies  of  this  country 
(a  list  of  which  appears  herewith),  fighting  against  extraordinary  obstacles,  has 
exerted  all  its  influence  to  create  a  tariff  commission  which  would  have  the 
confidence  and  respect  of  the  people. 

The  first  achievement  was  to  bring  into  being  the  existing  Tariff  Board, 
which  already  has  made  such  splendid  headway  in  its  work,  and  has,  by  its 
recent  report  embodied  in  the  address  of  its  chairman  to  the  Chicago  Associa- 
tion of  Commerce  on  December  3,  produced  a  most  favorable  impression 
throughout  the  country. 

So  encouraging  is  the  work  and  status  of  the  Tariff  Board  that  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  now  demands  that  the  board  be  given  a  perma- 
nent place  in  our  National  Government,  and  that  legislation  be  enacted,  in  this 
session  of  Congress,  which  will  create  a  permanent  tariff  commission,  of  which 
the  present  board  will  be  a  component  part. 

The  directors  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  after  conference 
with  President  Taft  and  many  Senators  and  Representatives,  and  supported 
by  the  sentiment  of  the  people,  as  voiced  in  the  recent  election,  determined  that 
a  bill  for  this  purpose  should  be  presented  to  Congress,  bearing  the  indorse- 
ment of  the  association  and  expressing  the  will  and  demand  of  the  business 
people  of  the  country.  This  bill  was  presented  early  in  the  present  session  of 
Congress  and  should  become  a  law. 

This  association,  therefore,  has  issued  a  call  for  a  national  convention,  to 
be  held  in  Washington,  January  11-12,  1911.  It  is  hoped  that  the  country, 
through  its  important  business  organizations,  will  so  express  itself  at  this  con- 
rention  as  to  convince  the  Congress  that  this  bill  represents  the  popular  will 
and  should  be  passed. 

All  commercial  and  other  organizations  favorable  to  the  object  sought  are 
earnestly  invited  and  requested  to  appoint  delegates  to  this  convention,  to  the 
number  of  five  or  more,  according  to  their  memberships. 

Governors  of  States  and  mayors  of  important  cities  have  already  been  in- 
rited  to  appoint  delegates  to  the  convention.  Our  regular  members  have  indi- 
cated by  their  responses  thus  far  that  fully  500  delegates  will  attend  the  con- 
yention  and  banquet.    This  number  should  largely  be  increased. 

« 

C0MMITTEE8. 

Committee  on  arangements— Alba  B.  Johnson,  chairman,  Philadelphia; 
Silas  B.  Adams,  Portland.  Me.:  Joseph  Bancroft.  Wilmington,  Del.;  J.  W.  Crad- 
<lock,  Lyndhburg.  Va.;  Edmund  N.  Huyck.  Albany,  N.  Y.;  Robert  W.  Irwin, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.;  Charles  M.  Jarvis.  New  Britain,  Conn.;  W.  E.  Morgan, 
St  Louis,  Mo.;  D.  M.  Parry,  Indianapolis,  Ind. ;  Frank  B.  Wiborg,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio;  Henry  T.  Wills,  New  York;  G.  A.  Wrightman,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
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Committee  oil  finances — Henry  R.  Towne,  chairman,  New  York;  George  T. 
Coppins,  Boston,  Mass.;  George  Dietrich,  Rochester,  N.  Y. ;  Philetus  W.  Gates, 
Chicago.  111.:  John  E.  Mcintosh.  Auburn,  N.  Y.;  Patrick  Reilly,  Newark,  N.  J.; 
August  H.  Vogel,  Milwaukee.  Wis. 

Committee  on  invitations — H.  E.  Miles,  chairman,  Racine,  Wis.;  Col.  J.  W. 
Allison.  Ennis,  Tex.;  N.  J.  Bnchelder,  Concord,  N.  H. ;  Wm.  H.  Corwine,  New 
York :  Paul  Doty,  St.  Paul.  Minn. :  George  P.  Hummer.  Holland,  Mich. ;  George 
W.  Sheldon.  Chicago,  111. ;  D.  A.  Tompkins,  Charlotte,  N.  C. ;  J.  W.  Wentworth, 
Spokane,  Wash. 

Committee  on  reception — Curtis  Guild,  jr.,  chairman,  Boston;  W.  B.  Campbell, 
Cincinnati.  Ohio;  Arthur  Capper,  Topeka,  Kans. ;  A.  B.  Farquhar,  York,  Pa.; 
George  R.  Howe.  Newark.  N.  J.;  Edwin  Haupt  Frazer,  Atlanta,  Ga. ;  E.  A. 
Lindsey.  Nashville,  Tenn.;  George  L.  McCarthy,  New  York;  S.  C.  Meade,  New 
York:  Laverne  W.  Noyes.  Chicago,  111.;  Leopold  Rauh,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Dr.  B.  V. 
Robinson.  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Haines  W.  Reed,  Los  Angeles,  Cal. ;  Ashton 
Starke,  Richmond,  Va. ;  Eli  S.  Warner,  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  Charles  T.  Whitney, 
Portland.  Oreg. 

Committee  on  speakers — J.  Candler  Cobb,  chairman,  Boston:  J.  J.  Culbertson, 
Paris.  Tex. ;  Howard  Elting,  Chicago,  111. :  Wm.  McCarroll,  New  York. 

President  Taft  will  speak  at  the  banquet.  Prof.  Emery,  chairman  of  the 
Tariff  Board,  will  make  the  owning  address  on  the  11th  of  January.  Among 
other  speakers  of  prominence  will  be  Senator  Cummins,  of  Iowa ;  Senator  Bev- 
eridge.  of  Indiana ;  and  Representative  Nicholas  Longwortb,  of  Ohio. 

Excursions  are  now  being  arranged  from  various  sections  of  the  country, 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York,  the  Boston 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  Chicago  Association  of  Commerce,  and  other  com- 
mercial bodies.  The  Secretary  of  this  association  will  be  glad  to  furnish  to 
all  others  who  are  interested  any  information  desired  in  regard  to  the  con- 
vention. 

The  importance  of  this  movement  as  a  means  of  bringing  about  a  final  solu- 
tion of  this  great  national  question  is  obvious  and  should  appeal  to  all  citizens. 

Your  interest  and  cooperation  is  desired  and  most  strongly  urged. 

The  National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

By  the  directors: 

John  Candler  Cobb.  Boston,  Mass.,  vice  president  Boston  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce: J.  J.  Culbertson,  Paris.  Tex.,  president  the  Oklahoma  Investment  Co.; 
Chas.  M.  Jarvis,  New  Britain,  Conn.,  president  American  Hardware  Corp.: 
Alba  B.  Johnson,  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  vice  president  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works; 
John  Kirby,  jr..  Dayton,  Ohio,  president  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers: H.  E.  Miles,  Racine,  Wis.,  president  Racine  Sattley  Co.;  D.  M.  Parry, 
Indiana j»olis,  Ind.,  president  Parry  Auto  Co.;  Dr.  E.  V.  Robinson,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  the  University  of  Minnesota ;  George  W.  Sheldon,  Chicago,  111,  George 
W.  Sheldon  &  Co.:  D.  A.  Tompkins.  Charlotte,  N.  C,  president  D.  A.  Tomp- 
kins Co. :  Henry  R.  Towne,  New  York,  president  Merchants'  Association  of 
New  York. 

Henry  T.  Wills,  Secretary, 
66  Lafayette  Street,  New  York. 

Note. — All  communications  are  to  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary,  66  Lafayette 
Street.  New  York,  or  headquarters  at  Washington,  the  New  Willard  Hotel, 
Washington.  D.  C.  January  1  to  13,  inclusive. 
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NATIONAL  TARIFF  COMMISSION  ASSOCIATION     — LIST  OF  AFFILIATED  ORGANIZATIONS. 


Albany  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

American  Manufacturers*  Export  Asso- 
ciation, New  York  City. 

American    Meat   Packers'   Association, 
New  York. 

American   National    Live   Stock   Asso- 
ciation. 

Atlanta  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Battle  Creek  (Mich.)  Industrial  Asso 
station. 

Bingha niton  f  N.  Y.)  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Bismarck  Commercial  Club,  N.  Dak. 


Board  of  Trade  and   Business  Men's 
Association  of  Norfolk,  Va. 

Board  of  Trade,  Nashville,  Tenn. 

Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Board  of  Trade  and  Transportation  of 
New  York. 

Board  of  Trade  and  Merchants*  Asso- 
ciation. Fitohburg.  Mass. 

Business  Men's  League  of  St.  Louis. 

Caldwell    Commercial   Club,   Caldwell. 
Idaho.  •) 

Carriage    Builders'    National   Associn 
lion,  Auburn.  Ind. 
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Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Galveston, 
Tex. 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  Macon,  Ga. 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  San  Antonio. 
Tex. 

Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Steubenville. 
Ohio. 

Chicago  Association  of  Commerce. 

Cleveland  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Commercial  Club  of  Omaha. 

Commercial  Club  of  St.  Paul. 

Commercial   Club  of  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

Commercial  Club  of  Minneapolis. 

Commercial  Club,  Wheaton,  Minn. 

Dallas  (Tex.)  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Dayton  (Ohio)  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Denver  (Colo.)  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Detroit  Board  of  Commerce,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

Dnluth  Board  of  Trade.  Duluth.  Minn. 

Fargo  Commercial  Club,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak. 

Farmers'  National  Congress,  Chicago. 

Fort  Dodge  Commercial  Club,  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa. 

Grand  Rapids  Board  of  Trade. 

Interstate  Cotton  Seed  Crushers'  As- 
sociation, Little  Rock,  Ark. 

Iowa  Manufacturers'  Association,  Des 
Moines. 

Kansas  City  Implement,  Vehicle,  & 
Hardware  Club.. 

Lancaster  (Pa.)  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Lincoln-Roosevelt  Rep.  League,  Los 
Angeles,  Cal. 

Little  Rock  (Ark.)  Board  of  Trade. 

Los  Angeles  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Louisville  Commercial  Club.  Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

Lowell  (Mass.)  Board  of  Trade. 

Manufacturing  Chemists*  Association 
of  the  United  States.  Boston,  Mass. 

Manufacturers'  Association  of  Seattle, 
Wash. 

Manufacturers'  Club  of  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

Merchants'  Association  of  New  York. 

Merchants'  Exchange  and  Board  of 
Trade  of  Portland,  Me. 

Merchants  and  Manufacturers'  Asso- 
ciation of  Milwaukee. 

Missouri  Manufacturers'  Association, 
St.  Louis. 

Mower  County  Agricultural  Society, 
Austin,  Minn. 

National  Association  of  Agricultural 
Implement  and  Vehicle  Manufac- 
turers. Chicago,  111. 

National  Association  of  Clothiers,  New 
York. 


National  Association  of  Manufactur- 
ers. New  York. 

National  Federation  of  Retail  Imple- 
ment &  Vehicle  Dealers'  Associa- 
tion, Abilene,  Kan. 

National  Association  of  Merchant 
Tailors  of  America.  Washington, 
D.  C. 

National  Paint,  Oil  &  Varnish  Asso- 
ciation, Chicago. 

National  Business  League  of  America, 
Chicago,  111. 

National  Furniture  Manufacturers' 
Association,  Grand  Rapids. 

National  Association  of  Tanners.  Chi- 
cago. 

National  Shoe  Wholesalers'  Associa- 
tion, Chicago. 

National  Wholesale  Lumber  Dealers' 
Association,  New  York. 

New  Haven  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
New  Haven,  Conn. 

Newark  (N.  J.)  Board  of  Trade. 

New  England  Shoe  &  Leather  Asso- 
ciation. Boston. 

New  England  Shoe  Wholesalers'  Asso- 
ciation, Boston. 

Oklahoma  (City)  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Oshkosh  (Wis.)  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Philadelphia  (Pa.*   Board  of  Trade. 

Portland  Chamber  of  Commerce.  Port- 
land, Oreg. 

Retail  Coal  Dealers'  Association  of  the 
New  England  States,  Boston.  Mass. 

Rochester  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
Rochester,  N.  Y. 

Southington   (Conn.)   Board  of  Trade. 

Spokane  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Spo- 
kane Wash. 

Springfield  (Mass.)  Board  of  Trade. 

St.  Paul   (Minn.)  Business  League. 

St.  Paul  Jobbers  &  Manufacturers' 
Association,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Syracuse  (N.  Y.)  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Tacoma  Chamber  of  Commerce  and 
Board  of  Trade. 

The  City  Club  of  Los  Augeles.  Lqs 
Angeles,  Cal. 

The  Commercial  Club.  Minot.  N.  Dak. 

The  150.000  Club,  Spokane,  Wash. 

The  Tri-City  Manufacturers'  Associa- 
tion. Moline,  111. 

United  Metal  Trades  Association, 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Virginia  &  North  Carolina  Retail  Im- 
plement, Machinery.  &  Vehicle  Deal- 
ers' Association,  Richmond,  Va. 

Worcester  (Mass.)  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation. 


4033-4034  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

I  feel  positive  that  you  have  seen  Mr.  Boudinot  before  this  and  he  has 
reported  to  you  of  the  meeting  we  had  with  the  Third  Assistant  Postmaster 
General.  Mr.  Roudlnot  and  I  met  Mr.  Gardner  on  time,  and  got  to  the  post 
office  at  0.80  a.  in.,  as  agreed,  and  we  had  an  interview  with  the  Postmaster 
General  which  lasted  until  nearly  11  o'clock,  which  I  am  positive  brought 
around  the  results  that  were  wanted.  Mr.  Gardner  made  a  stiff  argument  for 
about  an  hour,  and  after  we  left  the  Postmaster  General's  office  I  saw  him 
again  in  the  afternoon,  and  he  told  me  that  the  matter  would  be  arranged  to 
our  satisfaction. 

I  also  saw  Mr.  Fassett  and  Senator  Penrose  on  the  same  matter.  Mr.  Penrose 
stated  that  he  would  do  anything  he  possibly  could.  On  the  advice  of  Mr. 
Boudinot  I  saw  him  again  in  the  afternoon,  and  he  told  me  that  we  had  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  what  we  wanted  from  the  Post  Office  Department. 

The  executive  board  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  meets  here  again 
to-day  and  their  meeting  will  last  a  week.  They  intend  to  make  a  strong  effort 
when  the  sundry  civil  service  bill  is  brought  up  to  put  as  riders  upon  that  bill 
the  eight-hour  bill  advocated  by  the  President,  and  they  also  intend  to  make 
the  same  effort  they  made  last  year  to  amend  the  Sherman  law. 

With  the  rush  of  things  over  here  at  the  present  time.  I  am  positive  they 
will  not  succeed,  for  there  are  more  bills  now  before  Congress  which  many 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  are  now  anxious  to  save  for  their  own  district! 
than  what  will  be  able  to  be  put  through,  so  there  will  be  very  little  attention 
given  to  the  labor  advocates  for  the  balance  of  this  session. 

Mr.  Emery  informs  me  that  you  folks  will  be  over  here  agaiu  next  week,  so 
hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  then  and  talking  matters  over  with 
you,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 

Sincerely,  yours,  . 

I  want  to  ask  just  one  question  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  identi- 
fication. I  take  it  this  matter  which  you  had  up  with  the  Third 
Assistant  Postmaster  General  was  the  same  matter. that  you  spoke 
about  this  morning,  namely,  the  postage  rates,  or  the  mailing  privi- 
leges, which  were  to  be  given  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4035  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Hanch, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  a  personal  letter.     I  would  not  read  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4036  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4037  is  a  copy  of  a  personal  letter  that  I  do  not 
think  ought  to  be  in  here. 

The  Chairman.  No  ;  it  ought  to  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  No.  4035  and  No.  4037  ought  to  be  with- 
drawn from  the  record  and  marked  "  Personal." 

The  Chairman.  Strike  them  out. 

Senator  Reed.  4038-4039  is  a  letter  that  vou  wrote  Mr.  Bird,  ia 
it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4040  is  an  original  letter  that  Mr.  Bird  wrote 
to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  in  relation  to  an 
interview  with  Mr.  Britt. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  it  as  follows : 

Mr.  Boudinot  has  reported  to  me  the  result  of  the  interview  with 'Mr.  Britt, 
the  Third  Assistant  Postmaster  General.  We  have  not  yet  received  advice  as 
to  our  entry,  but  we  hope  to  receive  it  nny  time. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3301 

^  No.  4041  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you  ? 
v  Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

This  accident  gives  me  the  opportunity  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  three  copies 
of  the  report  of  the  Internal-Revenue  Commission,  and  we  will  try  to  keep  in 
mind  the  advisability  of  making  these  requests  to  you  direct. 

I  think  that  No.  4042  is  also  a  personal  letter,  and  it  might  as  well 
be  withdrawn  from  the  record. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

(At  this  point  the  witness  requested  to  be  temporarily  excused 
from  the  stand,  and  left  the  hearing  room.) 

Senator  Reed.  4043-4044  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird. 
I  think  we  may  take  that  as  identified  and  proceed  with  it  in  the 
absence  of  the  witness. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows : 

Yours  of  January  17th  has  been  received  and  contents  carefully  noted.  I 
was  completely  surprised  at  the  size  of  the  check  I  received  in  relation  to  my 
expense  account,  for  I  thought  that  after  my  interview  with  Mr.  Kirby  and  your- 
self here  last  week  that  that  matter  was  fully  settled.  I  told  you  at  that 
time  that  I  was  ready  and  willing  at  any  time  to  give  you  a  complete  state- 
ment of  the  expenses  I  incurred  in  the  last  two  weeks  of  the  campaign  in  the 
second  New  Jersey  district,  and  who  the  money  was  paid  to,  and  that  I  was 
even  willing  to  go  to  New  York  and  convince  Mr.  Stlllman,  or  any  other  member 
of  our  organization,  that  every  dollar  that  I  put  into  my  expense  account  was 
paid  out  and  services  were  returned  for  it.  At  the  present  time  it  is  not  a 
matter  of  money  with  me,  but  it  is  a  matter  of  business  to  convince  the  officers 
of  our  organization  that  it  is  a  great  wrong  to  hold  this  account  up  the  way 
it  has  been  held.  The  results  obtained  in  the  second  and  sixth  New  Jersey 
districts,  for  the  amount  of  money  that  was  put  In  those  districts  to  do  the 
work,  was  among  the  best  and  one  of  the  cheapest  campaigns  that  was  ever 
carried  on  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  That  has  been  fully 
demonstrated  by  the  actions  of  some  of  the  politicians  over  here  since  Con- 
gress has  met,  for  Hughes,  Rainey,  and  other  labor  agitators  in  Congress  have 
flatly  refused  to  serve  on  any  labor  committees,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
campaign  made  in  those  two  districts  last  fall  there  would  be  a  different  stand 
taken  by  some  of  the  politicians  over  here. 

I  do  not  intend  to  write  any  long  letter  upon  this  subject,  only  I  would  like 
to  have  you  state  by  return  mail  what  you  wish  me  to  do.    I  want  this  matter 
settled  as  soon  as  possible,  so  hoping  that  you  will  answer  this  letter  very  soon, 
believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Sincerely,  yours. 

I  think  we  can  take  that  letter  for  granted  without  Mr.  Mulhall's 
identification. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Nos.  4045  to  4047  are  omitted. 

What  is  No.  4048  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  should  be  stricken  out 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4048  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Stillman  to  Mr.  Mul- 
hall.    I  will  read  that: 

Please  accept  thanks  for  the  books  received  this  morning. 

4049-4050  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  Col.  Mulhall,  which 
I  think  we  can  take  as  identified  in  the  absence  of  the  witness. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

H.  R.  bill  No.  12316  is  an  amendment  to  a  Senate  bill  of  the  same  number. 
This,  as  I  understand,  is  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interoceanic  Canals,  of 
which  Frank  P.  Flint,  of  California,  is  chairman.    Kindly  look  over  this  com- 
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mittee.  on  page  lu'l  of  the  Yost  rocket  Directory  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  give  nie  the  following  information: 

There  is  heing  organized  a  strong  protest  against  the  Government  installing 
dry  docks  and  supply  stores  at  the  Panama  Canal,  inasmuch  as  it  means  that 
should  this  dock  be  established  it  would  be  under  Government  control  and  all 
the  supplies  and  work  would  be  instantly  doniinized  by  union  labor. 

We  do  not  desire  to  appear  in  opposition  to  this  bill.  What  I  wish  to  know  is, 
Has  the  committee  given  it  serious  consideration,  and  in  their  judgment  will  It 
be  passed,  and  is  there  any  method  which  can  be  suggested  either  by  Senator 
Dick  or  your  friend  John  Walter  Smith,  from  Maryland,  as  to  a  line  of  action 
to  prevent  the  Government  building  this  dock  and  supply  station  there?  We 
fully  realize  that  if  a  private  individual  or  individuals  should  establish  this 
station  the  question  of  union  labor  might  possibly  be  dissipated. 

What  I  want  you  to  do  is  to  give  me  as  full  and  complete  a  report  as  to  the 
attitude  of  the  committee  as  possible;  if  any  hearing  has  been  held;  if  not, 
when  it  will  be,  and  all  information  within  your  power  to  obtain:  and  I  desire 
to  have  it  on  my  desk  not  later  than  Friday  morning,  January  27th. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4051  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hanch,  acknowledging 
receipt  of  copies  of  the  Constitution,  Manual,  and  Digest;  also  the 
Congressional  Directory. 

No.  4052  is  a  letter  from  the  Walworth  Manufacturing  Co.,  signed 
"  Walworth  Mfg.  Co.,  Geo.  T.  Coppins,  sec'y." 

He  says: 

Please  accept  my  sincere  thanks  for  forwarding  to  me  the  following:  Official 
Directory  Sixty-first  Congress.  Congressional  Vest-Pocket  Directory,  Constitu- 
tional Manual  and  Digest,  and  the  Criminal  Code  of  the  United  States.  They 
will  doubtless  prove  of  great  value  to  us  in  our  business. 

No.  4053  is  a  letter  from  Bird.     I  read  from  it  as  follows: 

Your  letter  of  January  20th  from  the  Raleigh,  Washington,  D.  C,  is  received. 
Now,  my  dear  Colonel,  it  is  absolutely  unnecessary  to  go  into  any  explanation 
such  as  is  contained  in  this  letter.  The  matter  has  been  placed  fairly  before 
you.  Mr.  Stillman  still  maintains  his  original  i>osition.  The  question  of  results 
obtained  in  the  districts  or  any  other  subject  is  absolutely  irrelevant  to  the 
matter  submitted  to  you  before  Mr.  Kirby  and  myself.  I  dislike  exceedingly 
to  feel  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  write  a  letter  like  this  to  you.  but  it  seems  I 
am  unable  to  impress  upon  you  that  I  am  helpless  in  this  matter  until  you  will 
do  what  was  so  thoroughly  and  carefully  explained  to  you  by  Mr.  Kirby  at  the 
Hotel  Willard.  The  entire  matter  is  up  to  you.  I  can  do  nothing.  You  must 
make  the  first  move. 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird,  General  Manager. 

(The  witness  here  entered  the  hearing  room  and  returned  to  the 
stand.) 

Senator  Reed  (handing  No.  4053  to  the  witness).  That  is  a  copy 
of  a  letter  that  yon  got  from  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not;  and  that  refers 
still  to  the  dispute  over  the  expense  account  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  does  that  refer  to? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  last  expense  account  in  the  Hughes  campaign. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  disputed  that,  and  refused  to  pay  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  a  part  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  No.  4054.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  that 
you  wrote  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining;  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that,  as  follows : 

Your  special -deli  very  letter  of  January  25th  received  early  this  morning, 
and  I  have  been  engaged  for  the  best  part  of  the  day  seeking  the  Information 
requested  in  your  letter. 

Bill  No.  12316  passed  the  House  January  5th.  1910.  and  was  referred  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interoceanic  Canals,  of  which  the  Hon.  Frank  P.  Flint, 
California,  is  chairman. 
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About  eleven  o'clock  this  morning  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Harry  C. 
Coudrey  and  asked  him  to  see  Mr.  Flint  for  me  and  obtain  the  information 
you  wanted.  I  went  into  the  Senate  Office  Building  with  Mr.  Coudrey,  and 
he  saw  Senator  Flint,  who  reported  to  him  that  H.  R.  12316  had  been  reported 
by  his  committee  to  the  Senate  and  was  now  numbered  on  the  calendar  of 
the  Senate  as  178.  Senator  Flint  stated  that  he  was  doing  all  he  possibly  could 
to  have  this  bill  brought  up  and  passed,  and  that  he  hoped  to  have  some  action 
taken  on  it  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Coudrey  I  saw  Senator  William  E.  Borah,  of  Idaho,  who 
was  under  the  impression  that  this  bill  would  have  a  very  small  chance  of 
getting  through  at  this  session.  He  gave  me  to  understand  that  there  were 
so  many  other  matters  of  greater  importance  to  be  considered  that  he  believed 
this  bill  would  be  postponed  when  it  was  reached  on  the  calendar. 

After  leaving  Senator  Borah  I  called  at  the  office  of  Senator  Charles  Dick, 
of  Ohio,  a  member  of  this  committee,  but  I  found  that  he  had  gone  to  Ann- 
apolis, so  I  left  there  and  went  to  the  office  of  Senator  F.  M.  Simmons,  of 
North  Carolina.  I  am  well  acquainted  with  him,  and  he  told  me  that  he  felt 
sure  that  this  bill  could  not  be  passed  at  this  session. 

I  saw  other  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  upon  this  matter,  and  I  am 
positive  that  if  our  people  desire  it  this  bill  can  be  set  back  on  the  calendar 
when  it  is  reached,  and  in  that  way  beaten  at  this  session  of  Congress.    I  will 
work  on  this  bill  until  I  hear  from  you  again,  and  if  advised  by  you  to  con 
tinue  working  against  it,  I  am  positive  that  we  can  have  it  beaten. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4055  a  letter  you  received  from  Ludwig 
Nissen  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  about  some  more  books;  a  collection  of  refer- 
ence books  sent  to  Nissen.    He  says : 

I  want  to  thank  you  for  the  collection  of  reference  books  you  sent  me  this 
morning  and  say  that  your  courtesies  are  very  highly  appreciated. 

No.  4056  is  a  letter  written  to  you  by  Mr.  Enos  Paullin  ? 
.  Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  That  is  also  in  regard  to  some  books.    He  says : 

I  am  in  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the  Official  Directory  of  the  61st  Congress,  Con- 
gressional Vest  Pocket  Directory,  Constitution,  Manual  and  Digest  Rules  and 
Practice  House  of  Representatives,  which  were  received  with  Charles  H. 
Weissie's  frank  thereon,  but  as  your  card,  however,  was  enclosed  I  understand 
that  these  were  sent  at  your  request. 

Senator  Walsh.  Why  did  you  use  Mr.  Weisse's  frank? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  Mr.  McMichael  furnished  some  franks  at 
that  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  have  any  dealings  with  Weissie  direct? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  McMichael  go  around  and  gather  up  franks 
for  you  ? 

'Sir.  Mulhall.  No,  sir:  I  think  he  was  connected  with  Weisse  at 
that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4057  is  a  letter  to  you  from  the  Emerson-Brant- 
ingham  Co.,  C.  S.  Brantingham,  secretary  and  treasurer. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads : 

We  are  In  receipt  of  a  very  interesting  package  of  Government  printed  mat- 
ter with  your  card  enclosed.    Please  accept  thanks  for  the  same. 

No*  4008  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  on  the 
27th  of  January,  iB  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Seed.  This  reads : 

My  Deab  Bird  :  I  sent  you  a  brief  report  last  evening,  as  requested,  upon  bill 
12316,  and  feeling  this  morning  that  my  report  was  not  as  full  perhaps  as  yon 
would  like  it,  I  am  sending  you  several  copies  of  the  bill,  which  will  explain 
more  fully  the  information  you  want 

I  got  to  work  upon  this  matter  early  this  morning,  and  had  a  long  interview 
with  Senator  F.  M.  Simmons,  of  the  Interoceanic  Canals  Committee,  and  after 
my  interview  was  over  with  him  I  called  on  a  number  of  Senators  that  were 
suggested  by  Senator  Simmons,  in  relation  to  this  matter. 

As  I  stated  to  you  in  my  letter  of  last  evening,  Senator  Flint  is  extremely 
nnxious  to  have  this  bill  passed  at  this  session  of  Congress,  and  I  am  told  that 
the  President  is  deeply  interested  in  this  bill  also,  but  Senator  Flint  is  doubtful 
now  about  its  getting  through  at  this  session,  and  so  stated  to  the  President 
a  short  time  ago. 

I  feel  I  have  had  a  very  successful  forenoon's  work  upon  this  matter,  and  I 
feel  that  I  can  say  that  with  a  little  good  work  this  bill  will  be  postponed  when 
it  is  reached  upon  the  Senate  Calendar. 

I  am  also  sending  with  this  letter  a  calendar  of  the  Senate,  and  it  will  show 
you  where  the  bill  is  now  listed;  also  a  copy  of  the  President's  message  on 
Canadian  reciprocity,  feeling  that  you  might  like  to  know  what  he  is  recom- 
mending to  put  on  the  free  list 

4059,  4060  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  jou  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

I  have  been  extremely  busy  for  the  past  few  days,  upon  the  Senate  side,  for 
two  leading  Members  of  the  Senate,  upon  confidential  political  work.  I  have 
been  successful  with  the  work  that  I  was  doing,  and  I  have  been  gathering 
Information  concerning  the  appointments  of  the  committees  for  the  62nd 
Congress,  and  I  reported  to  Mr.  Emery  this  morning  that  I  am  positive  that 
we  will  fare  very  much  better  with  the  incoming  Democrats  of  the  House  than 
we  have  been  doing  with  the  present  Congress.  I  assured  Mr.  Emery  that  il 
he  would  select  or  name  some  man  that  we  could  agree  on  for  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  that  we  could  have  him  appointed,  and  I  also  told 
Mr.  Emery  that  I  am  positive  that  we  will  control  the  Judicial  Committee  and 
its  subcommittees  and  also  the  Labor  Committee  and  its  subcommittees  in  the 
next  Congress. 

I  am  so  convinced  of  this  that  I  wish  Mr.  Emery  and  our  friends  to  name 
the  men.  and  I  am  positive  that  we  can  get  the  appointments.  This,  I  feel, 
ought  to  be  extremely  cheerful  information  for  our  people,  and  I  am  not  mak- 
ing this  statement  until  I  am  fully  convinced  that  those  facts  can  be  accom- 
plished. 

I  sent  out,  two  days  ago.  twenty-four  (24)  sets  of  books  to  all  the  members 
of  our  executive  board,  and  I  sent  you  yesterday  a  large  bag  of  seeds,  and  I 
will  send  to  Mr.  Boudinot  and  yourself  this  afternoon  a  number  of  packages 
of  flower  seeds.  I  have  been  keeping  myself  busy  for  the  last  ten  days  in 
getting  a  corner  on  seeds  in  this  city.  At  the  present  time  I  am  promised  two 
thousand  (2,000)  packages,  and  if  you  know  any  farmers  in  our  organization 
who  wish  to  cultivate  any  vegetables  or  flowers  this  coming  season,  I  would 
be  very  glad  to  have  them  franked  out  to  any  address  you  may  give. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  pressure  brought  upon  me  to  do  some  work 
outside  of  the  city  for  a  leading  Member  of  the  Senate.  This  matter  I  shall 
write  you  fully  upon  later  on,  so  closing  with  very  best  wishes,  and  hoping 
to  hear  from  you  soon,  believe  me,  as  ever, 

Sincerely,  yours,  . 

Who  was  that  leading  Member  of  the  Senate? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Sherman. 
Senator  Nelson.  There  was  no  Senator  Sherman  at  that  time. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  a  Vice  President  Sherman  at  that  time- 
Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  you  mean  Vice  President  Sherman! 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Nelson.  What  do  you  mean  by  this? — 

I  also  told  Mr.  Emery  that  I  am  positive  we  will  control  the  Judicial  Com* 
mittee  and  its  subcommittees,  and  also  the  Labor  Committee  and  its  subcom- 
mittees, in  the  next  Congress. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  We  were  making  a  trial,  the  same  as  we  always 
made 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  expect  to  control  the  Committee  on  the 
Judicianr  of  the  United  States  Senate  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  looked  favorable  at  that  time — no ;  not  the  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  but  the  committee  of  the  House. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  would  give  the  Senate  immunity. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  I  suppose  I  do. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  did  you  expect  to  effect  this  control  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  same  way  they  had  been  effecting  it  for  the 
past  six  or  seven  years. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  before  this  you  were  able  to  impress 
the  Speaker  with  the  wisdom  of  your  views,  and  you  got  the  appoint- 
ments made  through  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  if  you  would  put  Mr.  Watson  on  as  a  lob- 
byist you  would  find  more  about  this.    I  was  advised  by  him 

Senator  Walsh.  I  observe  through  the  course  of  these  letters  that 
you  were  on  very  friendly  terms  with  Mr.  Watson  who  was  a  lead- 
ing Member  of  the  House,  and  apparently  on  very  friendly  terms 
with  Mr.  Cannon  who  was  the  Speaker,  and  with  Mr.  Sherman  who 
was  in  Congress  during  a  portion  of  your  activities,  and  so  I  could 
very  readily  understand  how  you  might  look  for  some  reasonably 
favorable  action  in  the  matter  of  appointments  of  committees;  but  I 
have  not  learned  that  you  were  particularly  close  to  either  Speaker 
Clark  or  any  of  the  leading  Democrats  of  the  House,  so  that  you 
might  reasonably  indulge  in  the  same  hopes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  read  on,  I  guess  you  will  find  that  it  was  a 
failure — that  it  was  not  accomplished. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4061  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Bir<*  * 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads : 

Your  letter  of  January  27th  in  reference  to  H.  R.  bill  12316 — please  get  !n 
touch  with  Mr.  Emery  on  this  matter. 

My  only  reason  for  writing  you  on  the  25th  instant  as  I  did,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Emery  is  guiding  your  energies,  was  that  there  might  be  an  in- 
vestigation of  the  matter,  feeling  confident  when  Mr.  Emery  was  in  the  office 
on  Thursday  it  would  present  the  opportunity  for  personal  discussion.  In  this, 
however,  I  was  disappointed,  and  he  returned  direct  to  Washington.  He  now 
has  the  entire  matter  in  charge,  and  will  you  be  so  kind  as  to  follow  his  re- 
quests, and  oblige. 

Do  you  know  what  that  referred  to?  Was  that  your  bill,  or  was 
that  something  else? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  quite  catch  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  that  was  the  canal-dock  bill  that  you 
referred  to. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.    We  will  go  on,  then. 

No.  4062  is  apparently  a  note  from  Daniel  C.  Ripley  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

I  am  indebted  to  you  for  several  books  covering  the  proceedings,  etc.,  of  the 
Sixty-first  Congress,  third  session,  for  which  accept  my  thanks. 

No.  4063  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 
Mr.  Mtjlhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

Your  letter  of  January  27th  in  reference  to  committees  is  duly  received.  Also 
your  reference  to  the  books  being  sent  to  members  of  our  executive  board.  The 
package  of  seeds  was  duly  received,  and  I  thank  you  for  them. 

In  reference  to  your  doing  work  outside  the  city  for  a  leading  Member  of  the 
Senate,  please  bear  in  mind  that  at  the  present  time  Mr.  Emery  is  directing 
your  movements,  and  therefore  I  suggest  that  you  discuss  this  matter  with  him 
and  abide  by  his  wishes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  have  been  as  good  as  Congress- 
men in  the  distribution  of  seeds. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  think  much  better,  because  more  seeds  went 
out. 

Senator  Walsh.  Who  was  this  leading  Member  of  the  Senate  re- 
ferred to  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  are  some  former  letters  that  might  throw 
light  on  that,  if  you  will  let  me  see  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  see  if  your  recollection  is  refreshed. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  I  think  I  was  referring  to  Mr. 
Sherman. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4064  is  a  letter  from  J.  S.  Battelle. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  this  connection  allow  me  to  call  his  attention 
to  4059,  4060,  dated  January  27,  1911.    In  that  letter  he  says: 

I  have  been  extremely  busy  for  the  past  few  days  upon  the  Senate  side  for 
two  lending  Members  of  the  Senate  upon  confidential  political  work. 

I  would  like  to  inquire  who  those  leading  Members  of  the  Senate 
were? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  was  in  touch  with  Senator  Carter  at 
that  time,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  and  Senator  Dick,  of  Ohio.  Senator 
Dick  wanted  some  work  done  out  in  Ohio. 

Senator  Walsh.  Now  you  interest  me  particularly.  I  see  this  was 
January  27,  1911.  What  was  the  particular  confidential  work  you 
undertook  at  that  time  for  Senator  Carter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  recall,  but  I  was  always  in  close  touch 
with  Senator  Carter  while  he  was  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  was  a  deadlock  in  the  Montana  Legislature 
at  that  time,  was  there  not? 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  ask  this  question.  Mr.  Mulhall,  are  you 
not  so  tired  out  that  it  is  difficult  for  you  to  remember  dates  and 
facts? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a  fact. 

Senator  Reed.  If  you  are  not  able  to  go  on,  we  will  stop. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  stop — -if  you  would  have  a  little 
mercy.  They  are  rushing  in  a  lot  of  things  about  my  insane  wife. 
For  God's  sake  have  a  little  mercy. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  little  rest  until  Monday. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  stand  it  if  necessary.  I  will  clear  up  in  a 
minute  or  two. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  had  better  let  you  go  until  Monday. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  prefer  to  stop  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  stay  if  vou  wish  me  to  stay. 

The  Chairman.  No  ;  if  you  think  you  are  in  such  a  condition  that 
you  can  not  recollect  these  matters,  we  will  adjourn. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  am  breaking  down, 
but  I  am  extremely  tired  and  hardly  able  to  answer  questions. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  been  a  long  week. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  just  want  to  ask  you  one  question.  Going  back 
to  this  letter,  4011,  4012,  of  Mr.  A.  C.  Marshall  to  James  A.  Emery, 
in  regard  to  the  site  for  a  public  building,  it  refers  to  Mr.  Cox.  Is 
not  that  Mr.  Cox 

Mr.  Mulhall  (interposing).  That  was  a  personal  lot  of  work  for 
Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  related  to  a  public  building? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  they  wanted  a  public  building  and  Mr, 
Kirby  was  interested  in  getting  a  certain  site,  and  Mr.  Cox  was  in^ 
terested  in  getting  the  other  one. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  the  Cox  you  refer  to  is  the  present  governor 
of  Ohio? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir ;  and  this  is  personal  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  he 
was  doing  some  lobbying  here  on  his  own  account. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Kirby  wanted  the  W.  C.  A.  site  and  Mr.  Cox 
wanted  something  else? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  not  any  very  distinct  recollection  at 
the  present  time  about  who  those  two  Senators  are? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  I  have;  but  I  know  about  that 
time 

Senator  Nelson.  This  mention  of  Senator  Carter's  name,  I  ob' 
served,  was  something  rather  in  the  nature  of  a  guess  on  your  part, 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  known  Senator  Carter  and  have  gotten 
splendid  indorsements  from  him  since  1892 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand,  but 

Mr.  Mulhall  (interposing).  It  might  be  a  guess  just  at  present. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  do  not  want  us  to  understand  that  you 
have  any  definite  recollection  about  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  believe  I  have.  I  think,  when 
Senator  Nelson  calls  my  attention  to  this  other  letter  in  relation  to 
this  private  enterprise  out  in  Dayton,  I  know,  now,  I  had  made 
several  calls  on  Senator  Dick  in  relation  to  that  matter,  and  Senator 
Dick  wanted  me  to  do  some  work  in  Ohio.  I  do  not  know  just  what 
the  nature  of  the  work  was,  but  I  think  the  letters  will  clear  it  up, 
I  am  not  sure  just  about  the  other,  Senator,  at  this  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  other  bill,  referred  to  a  moment  ago,  I  think, 
was  the  bill  in  charge  of  Senator  Flint,  about  docks  and  the  Panama 
Canal,  and  something  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

(At  3.45  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until  Monday, 
July  28,  1913,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.) 


3308       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

MONDAY,  JULY  28,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson, 
and  Cummins. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MAETIIT  MICHAEL  MVLHAU^Besnmed. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  stopped  at  No.  4065. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  was  a  previous  letter  about  which  I 
desired  to  ask  some  questions.  We  adjourned  so  abruptly  on  Friday 
last  that  I  did  not  have  the  opportunity.  I  desire  to  ask  Col.  Mulhall 
a  few  questions  respecting  the  letter  4059,  4060. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  nand  the  colonel  that  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  letter  4059,  4060  in  the  print. 

Senator  Reed.  That. letter  was  not  identified.  I  will  ask  the 
colonel  if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  now  read  to  you  this  paragraph  from  that 
letter: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  I  have  been  extremely  busy  for  the  past  few  days,  upon  the 
Senate  side,  for  two  leading  members  of  the  Senate,  upon  confidential  political  work. 

I  believe  you  answered  in  respect  to  that  part  of  the  letter.  The 
letter  then  continues  as  follows: 

I  have  been  successful  with  the  work  that  I  was  doing,  and  I  have  been  gathering 
information  concerning  the  appointments  of  the  committees  for  the  62nd  Congress, 
and  I  reported  to  Mr.  Emery- this  morning  that  I  am  positive  that  we  will  fare  very 
much  better  with  the  incoming  Democrats  of  the  House  than  we  have  been  doing 
with  the  present  Congress.  1  assured  Mr.  Emery  that  if  he  would  select  or  name 
some  man  that  we  could  agree  on  for  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  that  we 
could  have  him  appointed,  and  I  also  told  Mr.  Emery  that  I  am  positive  that  we  will 
control  the  judicial  committee  and  its  subcommittees,  and  also  tne  Labor  Committee 
and  its  subcommittees  in  the  next  Congress. 

I  am  so  convinced  of  this  that  1  wish  Mr.  Emery  and  our  friends  to  name  the  men, 
and  I  am  positive  that  we  can  get  the  appointments.  This,  I  feel,  ought  to  be  ex- 
tremely cheerful  information  for  our  people;  and  I  am  not  making  this  statement 
until  I  am  fully  convinced  that  those  facts  can  be  accomplished. 

In  connection  with  that,  I  desire  to  ask  what  ground  you  had  for 
stating  that  you  could  accomplish  this  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  he  was  interrogated  in  respect  to  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Not  in  respect  to  all  of  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  might  have  been  a  little  optimistic  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  ground  did  you  have  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  just  recall  at  the  present  time.  I  will 
State  why;  for  another  reason,  if  you  wish  to  know.  I  had  just  lost 
a  party  with  whom  I  had  been  associated  for  12  years,  who  had  gone 
insane,  and  I  practically  was  not  myself  at  that  time,  and  my  memory 
on  that  subject  is  not  very  clear. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  wrote  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  must  have  had  some  grounds  in  your  mind 
for  that  statement  at  that  time. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  always  kept  trying.  I  believe  if  you  do  not 
try  you  will  never  succeed.  I  guess  later  events  will  show  that  I  was 
simply  optimistic. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  believe  you  said  the  other  day  that  the  two 
Senators  to  whom  you  referred  were,  for  one,  Senator  Carter,  and  then 
you  classed  Vice  rresident  Sherman  as  the  other  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  do  not  believe  I  did.  I  mentioned  Senator 
Dick,  of  Ohio,  as  one,  and  I  am  not  sure  of  the  other,  even  now.  I 
know  that  I  was  doing  some  errands  for  Senator  Dick  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  and  Mr.  Emery  together  select  or  name 
any  men  on  this  committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  between  you  suggest  any  names  or  agree 
upon  any  names  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  that  I  can  remember  of.  I  found  later  on  it  was 
useless,  because  they  appointed  Mr.  Wilson  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor,  and  I  knew  it  was  entirely  useless  to  talk  to  the  gen- 
tleman who  was  at  the  head  of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  make  any  efforts  about  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  here  in  the  Senate  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  respect  to  no  one  of  the  members  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  never  discussed  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  We  never  did  discuss  that,  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  Mr.  Emery  discuss  it  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  and  I  went  into  a  discussion  of  matters 
almost  every  day,  for  hours.  That  was  my  first  duty,  to  report  at 
his  office  the  first  thing  in  the  morning,  and  to  report  and  comment 
upon  what  could  possibly  be  done  for  that  day — what  I  ought  to  do. 
I  took  orders  from  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  all  the  information  that  you  can  give  the 
committee  as  the  basis  for  the  statement  you  made  which  I  read 
from  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  other  letters,  perhaps,  may  clear  that 
matter  up  as  we  go  along. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4065  is  a  letter  addressed  to  George  H.  Burke. 
Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Burke  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  state  in  this  letter  as  follows: 

Your  favor  of  January  25,  1911,  received. 

I  expect  to  be  in  New  York  either  Wednesday  or  Thursday  of  this  week,  and  will 
come  over  to  Paterson  to  see  you  in  relation  to  the  matters  pertaining  to  the  late  cam- 
paign, and  if  I  am  not  able  to  reach  Paterson  by  that  date  I  will  write  vou  again. 

I  nave  done  all  1  possibly  could  with  our  organization  to  have  those  bills  straightened 
up  months  ago,  and  I  would  have  been  glad  to  do  it  out  of  my  own  pocket  u  it  had 
not  been  for  the  serious  illness  of  my  wife. 

Who  was  Mr.  Burke  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  George  Burke  was  the  collector  of  internal  rev- 
enue in  Paterson,  N.  J. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  this  letter  refer  to  some  McClave  bills  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4066  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Bird? 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  about  the  dispute  over  the  account,  and  in 
order  that  we  may  have  that  before  us  I  will  read  from  it  as  follows : 

In  my  letter  of  the  20th  I  plainly  stated  that  I  was  willing  and  ready  to  do  anything 
you  wished  me  to  do  to  convince  you  and  Mr.  Stillman  and  others,  if  necessary,  that 
the  itemized  statement  of  my  accounts,  given  to  you  on  the  first  of  December,  web 
strictly  correct.  As  I  stated  in  that  letter  of  the  20th,  I  felt  fully  convinced  that  you 
and  Mr.  Kirby,  at  least,  thought  so,  and  this  I  feel  sure  that  you  do,  at  the  present  time. 

In  closing  your  letter  of  the  26th  you  say  it  is  up  to  me  to  make  the  first  move,  so  I 
wish  to  say  in  relation  to  this  matter  that  I  can  easily  be  spared  from  Washington  any 
day  this  week?  if  you  wish  to  see  me,  and  that  I  will  come  over  to  New  York,  and  if 
you  wish  it  bring  to  your  office  the  men  who  led  the  movements  in  the  sixth  congres- 
sional district  that  I  worked  in  last  fall,  and  I  know  those  gentlemen  can  convince 
any  fair-minded  man  that  there  was  not  a  dollar  paid  out  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey 
district  in  the  late  congressional  fight  to  elect  the  Congressman  there  that  did  not  pass 
through  my  hands  outside  of  the  amounts  that  I  helped  to  collect  to  nay  the  assessment 
demanded  by  the  Republican  county  committees  in  the  three  counties  in  that  district. 
I  am  positive  if  Mr.  Stillman  wishes  it,  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  organization  in 
the  second  New  Jersey  district  will  do  likewise  and  back  me  up  by  letter  or  by  a 
personal  visit,  if  it  is  necessary.  Now,  I  am  ready  at  any  moment  to  act,  so  all  I  am 
waiting  for  is  to  have  your  permission  to  go  to  New  York  to  clean  up  this  matter,  so 
hoping  to  hear  from  you  by  return  mail  or  by  telegram,  if  you  wish,  believe  me  to  be, 

I  notice  here  the  statement : 

I  know  those  gentlemen  can  convince  any  fair-minded  man  that  there  was  not  a 
dollar  paid  out  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district  in  the  late  congressional  fight  to  elect 
the  Congressman  there  that  did  not  pass  through  my  hands  outside  of  the  amounts 
that  I  helped  to  collect  to  pay  the  assessment  demanded  by  the  Republican  county 
committees  in  the  three  counties  in  that  district. 

Did  you  help  collect  money  for  that  purpose  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  went  with  Mr.  McClave  to  see  Mr.  Barbour,  and 
there  was  $2,000  that  was  gotten.  I  don't  know  how  it  was  gotten, 
but  I  introduced  him  to  Mr.  Barbour  and  there  was  $2,000  gotten  from 
Mr.  Barbour,  and  that  was  the  only  collection  I  attempted  to  make, 
except  at  the  locomotive  works  they  offered  money,  and  I  said,  in 
the  presence  of  Mr.  McClave,  that  we  would  prefer  the  work  to  the 
money. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  now  if  you  did  get  this  account  mat- 
ter sottled  up  in  a  satisfactory  way  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Perfectly  so.  I  offered  to  bring  Mr.  Hanch,  Mr. 
Burke,  and  others  to  Mr.  Bird's  office,  and  Mr.  Bird  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  statement  made,  and  he  paid  the  balance  of  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  you  through  with  this  letter,  Senator? 

Senator  Heed.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  you  here  the  evening  that  Mr.  McClave 
testified  before  this  committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  was  in  New  York. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  will  repeat  his  testimony  from  memory.  He 
testified  that  there  were  three  counties  in  his  district.  In  one  of  the 
counties  the  Republican  committee  assessed  him  $200  or  $250,  which 
he  paid.  In  another  county  they  assessed  him  $2,000,  of  which  he 
paid  $1,000  himself.  In  the  third  county  they  did  not  assess  him  at 
all,  but  I  think  he  paid  them  $200  or  $250.  That  was  his  statement. 
You  disagree  with  that,  as  I  undertand  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  disagree  with  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  paid  the  assessments.  Now,  what  assess- 
ments did  you  pay  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  paid  no  assessments.  I  went  with  him,  as  I  saidr 
to  collect  money  so  he  could  pay  his  assessments. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  said  he  paid  them  out  of  his  own  pocket? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  out  of  the  money  he  got  from  Mr.  Barber. 
That  was  what  he  gave  me  to  understand — that  he  paid  those  assess- 
ments out  of  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  he  testified,  further,  that  he  only  raised- 
♦113  outside  of  what  he  contributed  himself? 

Senator  Reed.  He  borrowed  $2,000  from  Mr.  Barber,  he  said. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  sent  out  a  lot  of  letters  for  the  nomination,  and 
the  committee  protested  against  it.  I  do  not  know  the  amounts  of 
money  he  got  at  that  tune,  and  I  do  not  believe  anybody  else  does. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  give  him  anything? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  small  amounts  of  money. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  much? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge,  altogether,  about  $300. 

Senator  Nelson.  During  the  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  4067,  4068  are  duplicates  of  4066. 

No.  4069  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  4069  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Stillman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  in  the  letter: 

We  have  splendid  facilities  here  at  the  present  time  for  sending  any  doc«  ments 
gotten  up  by  the  Government;  and  if  there  is  anything  along  those  lines  that  yo*;  wishr 
it  will  afford  me  great  pleas  re  at  any  time  to  forward  them  to  you  at  once. 

I  have  been  sending  to  you  the  Congressional  Record  and  other  docvments  of  that 
kind. 

Senator  Nelson.  Excuse  me.  What  were  the  special  facilities  you 
referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  assistance  at  that  time  of  Mr.  McDermott  and 
Mr.  McDermott's  secretary,  and  a  room  in  the  basement. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  sent  these  documents  under  Mr.  McDer- 
mott's  frank  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  always  send  them  under  Mr.  McDermott's* 
frank? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  We  got  other  franks,  Mr.  FairchikTs  and  Mr. 
Gardner's,  and  through  Mr.  McMichael.  I  think  Mr.  McMichael  at- 
tended to  that  more  than  anybody  else.  I  referred  them  to  certain 
Congressmen,  and  they  got  franks. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  all  you  wish  to  ask  about  this,  Senator 
Nelson  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4070  seems  to  be  a  personal  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  I  think  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Ludwig  Nissen  &  Co.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  you  say  there  the  same  thing  about  having 
splendid  facilities  for  getting  out  books  and  documents. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4071  is  a  reply  of  Mr.  Stilwell.  It  is  unim- 
portant.   It  simply  says  that  he  got  these  accounts. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  4072-4074  appears  to  be  an  account  beginning  with 
the  2d  day  of  December.  The  date  of  the  account  is  January  31,  but 
the  date  of  the  first  item  in  the  account  is  December  2.  The  previous 
account,  4022,  4023,  begins  with  December  22.  This  account  seems 
to  have  a  good  many  items  on  which  ciphers  are  carried  out  to  indi- 
cate no  charge.  I  wish  you  would  examine  it  and  tell  us,  first,  if  it 
is  an  account  rendered  to  this  association,  and  if  so,  how  it  fits  onto 
the  account  the  first  item  in  which  is  dated  December  22.  They  are 
nearly  duplicates,  but  this  account  begins  at  an  earlier  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  which  account  are  you  now  referring  ? 

Senator  Reed.  This  account  is  4072-4074;  but  I  am  also  calling 
his  attention  to  4022,  4023,  which  covers  a  part  of  this  same  period  of 
time.  I  think,  when  I  come  to  consider  it,  that  perhaps  tne  dates 
there  against  which  ciphers  are  carried  out  in  the  column  of  figures, 
showing  no  charge,  are  all  for  the  time  that  you  were  in  Baltimore. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  believe  I  was  sick  at  home  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  an  account  you  rendered? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Apparently  it  is  partially  a  duplicate  of  the  preced- 
ing account,  covering  the  same  time  and  substantially  the  same 
-charges. 

No.  4075  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you,  is  it  not  t 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  encloses  treasurer's  check  for  $150,  balance  of 
salary  for  January,  1911. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  next  following  letters  are  personal  and 
unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4076  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  t 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  4077,  4078  is  omitted  as  personal. 

No.  4079  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads,  in  part,  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  Both  your  brief  notes  of  January  28th  have  been  received 
and  carefully  read.  As  you  suggested  in  your  note,  I  have  at  all  times  consulted  with 
Mr.  Emery  in  anything  official  in  the  line  of  my  duties,  and  I  think  that  he  and  I 
thoroughly  understand  each  other  at  all  times  concerning  the  Washington  work.  Of 
course,  if  I  were  leaving  the  city  to  do  any  work  for  any  leading  members  of  the  Re- 
publican organization  I  should  consult  Mr.  Emery  first  and  then  *rite  you,  so  that 
there  could  l>e  no  mistake  made  along  these  lines. 

Mr.  Emery  leaves  to-day  for  the  West,  so  I  feel  it  will  be  impossible  for  me  to  get 
*way  from  here  for  a  long  time,  for  the  Moon  bill  and  several  other  important  measures 
are  on  the  House  and  Senate  Calendars  and  will  need  a  good  deal  of  watching. 

I  have  the  greatest  confidence  that  we  will  be  completely  successful  at  this  session, 
and  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legislation. 

Everything  looks  very  bright  at  the  present  time. 

Is  No.  4080  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Hanch? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Heed.  The  only  part  of  it  that  is  pertinent  to  this  inquiry 
is  this: 

Your  letter  of  the  20th  acknowledging  receipt  of  the  documents  I  sent  you  has 
also  been  received,  and  I  wish  to  sincerely  thank  you  for  your  prompt  answer.  We 
have  splendid  facilities  at  the  present  time  for  securing  any  documents  issued  by  the 
Government,  and  it  will  afford  me  great  pleasure  at  any  time  to  send  anything  along 
this  line  to  you.  I  have  been  sending  to  you  the  Congressional  Record  ana  other 
-documents,  and  if  you  wish  me  to  continue  sending  them  I  shall  do  so.  I  believe 
that  it  will  be  a  source  of  information  to  you. 
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Is  No.  4081  a  letter  from  Mr.  Parry  to  you? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  extract  from  it: 

Allow  me  to  thank  you  for  the  books  you  sent  me  from  Washington.  They  contain 
information  that  I  have  often  thought  over  but  knew  nothing. 

I  might  say  there  is  a  good  chance  for  the  Government  to  secure  my  services,  as  I 
am  not  doing  anything.  Don't  you  think  they  had  better  get  busy  or  they  will 
lose  out? 

No.  4082  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ludwig  Nissen  to  you. 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  He  says: 

I  shall  be  glad  at  all  times  to  have  you  think  of  me  in  connection  with  any  publi- 
cations by  the  different  departments  of  the  Government  when  they  are  of  interest  to  a 
public-spirited  citizen. 

No.  4083  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after    examination).  Yes,  sir;  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  It  incloses  a  check  for  $105.40,  covering  an  expense 
account.     That  is  where  you  finally  got  your  money. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  covers  the  account,  4072,  4074,  apparently. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Had  you  in  the  meantime  met  these  people 
and  explained  about  the  account  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  met  Mr.  Bird  in  his  office,  and  I 
forget  who  else  was  in  his  office  at  the  time,  and  the  explanation  was 
satisfactory.  As  I  said,  I  told  Mr.  Bird  I  was  ready  and  willing  to 
go  over  to  Paterson  to  bring  those  gentlemen  over,  and  he  did  not 
want  that  done. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  that  account  we 
have  just  been  over  on  its  face  does  not  appear  to  relate  to  that  New 
Jersey  district  for  which  this  check  was  sent. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  there  is  a  subsequent  letter  here  that  will 
clear  that  up.  Here  is  a  letter,  No.  4090,  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr. 
Bird,  which  says : 

I  am  extremely  anxious  to  have  this  matter  closed  up  and  hope  to  hear  from  you 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  when  Mr.  Stillman  and  yourself  can  receive  me. 

That  is  addressed  to  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  that  check  did  not  cover  that  account. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4084  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Please  let  us  know  the  status  of  pending  bills  to  establish  a  court  of  patent  appeals. 
Also  the  names  of  the  members  of  the  committee  having  the  matter  in  charge. 

4085-4088  is  in  the  print,  said  to  be  an  envelope  addressed  to 
"Mayor's  office,  Baltimore,,,  but  I  have  the  original,  and  I  find  that 
No.  4085  is  a  communication  to  the  editor  of  the  Baltimore  News, 
which  has  been  omitted  in  the  print,  and,  I  think,  omitted  because  it 
was  considered  wholly  unimportant.  I  do  not  see  any  use  in  reading 
it  to  the  committee. 

No.  4089  appears  to  be  a  personal  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  personal,  and  it  does  not  amount  to 
anything. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says  at  the  bottom: 

"Copies  mailed  to"  and  then  gives  the  names. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  gives  a  number  of  names 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Can  I  see  those  names? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  sir. 

(No.  4089  was  examined  by  the  witness.) 

Senator  Nelson.  No.  4090  is  in  regard  to  the  New  Jersey  account. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4090  is  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  letter: 

Your  favor  of  the  31st  has  been  received.    Thanks  for  the  same. 

I  am  extremely  anxious  to  have  this  matter  closed  up  and  hope  to  hear  from  you 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  when  Mr.  Stillman  and  yourself  can  receivft  me. 
There  are  many  reasons  why  I  should  like  this  done  as  soon  as  you  can  possibly  give 
me  the  time,  and  so,  hoping  to  hear  from  you  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  on 
this  subject,  believe  me  to  be,  etc. 

Then  you  were  mistaken  awhile  ago  when  you  said  a  certain 
amount  mclosed  in  No.  4083  was  in  settlement  of  this  disputed  item? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  in  settlement  of  that  little  account  I 
recognized.  I  think  this  account  this  letter  has  reference  to  was 
before  me  last  Friday. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  and  it  is  still  an  open  matter  so  far  as  this 
correspondence  goes  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wanted  to  make  it  clear  that  we  have  not  gotten 
to  the  conclusion  of  it. 

Is  4091,  4092  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter.)  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  much  of  the  letter  referred  to: 

My  Dear  Bird:  For  the  past  forty-eight  hours  we  have  been  extremely  busy  over 
here.  Several  important  measures  have  been  before  the  House  and  Senate.  The 
tariff  commission  trill  passed  the  House  by  a  large  majority,  and  the  President  is 
doing  all  he  possibly  can  to  get  it  through  the  Senate,  but  frbm  the  beet  information 
I  can  get  from  the  Senate  side  this  bill  will  not  pass.  Many  leading  Democrats  claim 
they  will  filibuster  against  the  bill  before  they  will  let  it  go  through,  and  I  am  positive, 
as  1  wrote  you  before,  that  this  bill  will  not  become  a  law  at  this  session. 

I  was  engaged  until  midnight  last  night  here  on  different  measures,  and  I  know 
you  can  see  by  the  dispatch  from  Washington  this  morning  that  the  ocean  mail  sub- 
sidy bill  passed  the  Senate  on  a  tie  yesterday,  the  Vice  President's  vote  saving  the 
measure  before  the  Senate. 

I  have  done  everything  possible  to  help  the  bill  along  all  this  week  and  intend  to 
work  for  the  balance  of  this  week  and  next  to  do  all  we  can  to  get  it  through  the  House, 
but  the  Democrats  of  the  House  side  of  Congress  are  lined  up  almost  solidly  against  it, 
and  besides  that  there  is  a  lot  of  the  leading  Republican  Members  of  the  House  who 
will  not  vote  for  it,  and  there  is  very  little  chance  of  it  becoming  a  law,  and  from  the 
best  information  I  can  get  on  the  House  side  1  am  positive  that  this  will  not  pass. 

1  have  made  a  large  canvass  on  the  House  and  Senate  side,  both,  to  have  them  cut 
out  of  the  naval  appropriation  bill  the  Hughes  amendment.  If  we  succeed,  this  will 
make  it  jwssible  to  have  outside  contractors  contract  for  building  naval  vessels,  as 
they  did  before,  without  considering  the  eight-hour  law. 

Ihad  a  long  interview  with  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Meyer  upon  this  subject  and 
gave  him  a  list  of  names  of  Congressmen  who  1  thought  were  working  strongly  against 
this  bill.  In  addition  to  this  I  have  sent  out  to  all  of  the  large  shipbuilding  concerns 
in  Jersey  and  New  York  letters  upon  this  subject,  and  I  am  also  sending  out  a  large 
number  of  letters  to  the  prominent  manufacturers  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district 
(William  Hughes's).  I  am  doing  all  I  can  to  keep  the  manufacturers  in  Hughes's 
district  thoroughly  posted  upon  his  work  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

We  have  been  completely  successful  up  to  date  in  blocking  any  injunction  measures, 
and  yesterday  on  the  House  side  there  was  very  little  progress  made  upon  the  Moon 
bill,  and  for  the  balance  of  the  session  I  feel  that  this  bill  will  be  blocked,  thereby 
stopping  all  chance  of  the  labor  lobby  being  successful  on  any  injunction  measure  for 
the  next  four  weeks. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  refer  here  to  the  labor  lobby.  Who  were 
the  labor  lobby  at  that  time  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  We  always  considered  Mr.  Gompers,  Mr.  Morrison, 
and  the  executive  board  of  that  organization  the  laoor  lobby,  and  they 
frequently  had  other  assistants  around  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  they  busy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  always  found  them  busy.  I  never  found  them 
otherwise.     When  they  were  over  here  they  were  generally  busy. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  ran  up  against  them  in  your  work,  did 
you  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  frequently  met  them  around  the  Capitol  build- 
ing; yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4093  is  a  duplicate  of  4085-4088. 

No.  4094  is  a  letter  addressed  "Dear  Colonel." 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  it.  It  refers 
to  getting  documents. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).     I  think  it  is  a  copy. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  he  would  be  pleased  to  receive  the  regular 
publications,  and  thanks  you. 

No.  4095  is  omitted  as  personal.  All  those  that  were  omitted 
were  omitted  because  they  were  personal. 

No.  4096  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes;  that  is  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

I  am  in  receipt  of  a  package  containing  certain  public  documents,  for  which  I  am 
no  doubt  indebted  to  your  courtesy. 

Is  No.  4097  another  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads  as  follows: 

If  you  can  get  any  sort  of  a  list  of  the  Members  elect  of  the  62nd  Congress,  I  wish 
you  would  send  it  to  Mr.  Harry  W.  Griffin,  secretary  and  treasurer  Taylor,  Stiles  & 
Company,  Riegelsville,  N.J. 

A  couple  of  years  ago  we  issued  a  list  of  the  61st  Congress  with  a  request  to  our  mem- 
bers to  retain  it  for  future  use.  We  had  not  thought  of  issuing  one  ior  the  62nd  Con- 
gress, but  I  would  like  to  send  our  friends  something. 

Please  advise  them  that  you  are  sending  the  list  at  our  request  so  as  to  couple  up 
the  two  letters. 

No.  4098  seems  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  J.  J. 

Gardner,  House  of  Representatives,  and  signed,  " ,  President." 

Do  you  know  how  you  came  into  possession  of  that?  It  is  also 
marked  at  the  bottom,  "Copy  to  New  York  and  Mr.  Emery." 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  This  was  a  copy  of  a  letter 
that  Mr.  John  Kirby  sent  to  Mr.  Gardner  because  Mr.  Gardner's  frank 
was  on  those  documents,  and  later  on  he  corrected  the  mistake  and 
wtote  to  me,  and  he  sent  me  a  copy  of  the  letter  he  sent  to  Mr.  Gardner. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  simply  says : 

I  wish  to  express  my  hearty  appreciation  and  thanks  for  a  beautifully  bound  copy  of 
Memorial  Addresses  on  Abraham  Lincoln,  James  A.  Garfield,  and  William  McKinfey, 
received  by  me  to-day  and  bearing  your  imprint  on  the  wrapper. 

Is  No.  4099  a  letter  from  the  Walworth  Manufacturing  Co.  to  you? 
Mr.  MtfLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  simply  says  : 

Am  in  receipt  of  the  book  on  reciprocity  which  you  so  kindly  forwarded  to  me,  for 
which  please  accept  thanks. 

Is  No.  4100  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Enos  Paullin  to  you  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  acknowledges  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the  Canadian 
reciprocity  bill,  and  asks  for  a  copy  of  the  national  forestry-reserve 
bill. 

No.  4101  is  omitted,  it  being  personal. 

4102,  4103  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird.  Is 
that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows: 

No  doubt  you  have  been  getting  inside  information  from  Mr.  Emery  in  relation  to- 
mat  ters  over  here,  but  as  Mr.  Emery  is  out  of  town  to-day  and  things  are  occurring 
here  mosl  every  minute,  I  thought  I  would  write  a  brief  report  concerning  matters  in 
Washington  at  the  present  time. 

Nearly  all  the  danger  of  any  labor  legislation  is  over  at  this  session  of  Congress. 
Last  week  in  the  Senate  the  bill  on  revision  of  laws  passed  the  Senate,  and  an  amend- 
ment offered  to  the  bill,  at  the  request  of  the  labor  unions,  the  Wilson  injunction  bill, 
was  badly  beaten  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  so  this  will  eliminate  all  injunction 
measures  on  the  Senate  side  at  this  session. 

All  through  this  session  on  each  calendar  Wednesday,  the  Moon  bill  on  the  revision 
of  laws  had  the  right  of  way  upon  the  House  side.  We  have  done  everything  we 
possibly  could  to  block  this  bill,  and  on  Wednesday,  the  8th  instant,  we  almost  com- 
pletely succeeded  in  keeping  it  off  the  floor,  and  yesterday,  Wednesday,  the  15th, 
this  bill  was  completely  blocked,  they  only  reading  two  pages  of  the  bill,  and  that 
taking  almost  the  entire  day.  This  bill  for  the  balance  of  the  session  will  not  have 
the  right  of  way  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  it  completely  sidetracks  it  for  this 
session.  The  labor  unions  offered  about  sixty  amendments  to  this  bill,  among  them 
the  Pearre  injunction  bill  and  the  Wilson  injunction  bill,  so  this  bill  being  beaten  on 
the  floor  yesterday  will  kill  all  other  amendments  on  the  revision  of  laws  and  stop 
all  injunction  bills  on  both  House  and  Senate  side  at  this  session. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  yesterday, 
and  he  informs  me  that  that  committee  will  not  have  another  meeting  at  this  session, 
so  there  will  be  nothing  coming  from  that  committee  between  now  and  the  4th  of 
March.  We  are  also  positive  that  nothing  will  come  out  of  either  the  House  or  Senate 
Judiciary  Committees. 

I  have  been  doing  all  I  possibly  could,  as  I  wrote  you  before,  to  strike  out  the 
Hughes  amendment  in  the  naval  appropriation  bill,  and  that  bill  will  be  upon  the 
floor  of  the  House  for  the  next  couple  of  days,  and  I  feel  positive  we  will  meet  with 
success. 

There  will  be  some  little  danger  when  the  sundry  civil  service  bill  comes  up,  which 
will  have  the  floor  some  day  next  week.  Hughes  and  several  other  labor  agitators  will 
offer  several  amendments*  amending  the  Sherman  law,  and  offering  as  a  rider  an 
eight-hour  bill,  but  they  have  very  little  hope  of  any  success,  and  they  show  it  by 
the  fight  they  are  making,  for  there  is  very  little  enthusiasm  in  their  ranks  at  the 
present  time. 

There  are  several  other  good  things  that  have  occurred  over  here  lately,  which  I 
hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  fully  reporting  in  the  early  future. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  in  this  letter,  in  the  paragraph  just 
read  by  Senator  Reed,  vou  state: 

Hughes  and  several  other  labor  agitators  will  offer  several  amendments,  amending 
the  Sherman  law,  and  offering  as  a  rider  an  eight-hour  bill,  but  they  have  very  little 
hope  of  any  success,  etc. 

To  whom  do  vou  refer  when  you  use  the  words  ll several  other 
labor  agitators  "  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Nichols,  Mr.  Wilson,  Mr.  Hughes,  and  Mr. 
Kendall,  I  believe,  were  staying  with  them  at  that  time,  and  it  was 
Mr.  Kendall  we  were  watching  in  relation  to  making  a  speecn  about 
a  rider  on  the  sundry  civil  service  bill,  which  he  made. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  rider  was  that;  what  was  the  nature  of  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  a  general  eight-hour  bill. 

Senator  Nelson.  An  eight-hour  bill  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4104  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr, 
Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  state  that  you  have  sent  documents  and  lists, 
etc. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  sent  flower  seeds  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  it  reads: 

I  also  sent  to  you  and  Mr.  Bird  a  large  quantity  of  flower  seeds.  I  merely  mention 
this  fact  to  find  out  if  you  have  received  them,  for  frequently  seeds  and  things  of  that 
kind  are  sidetracked  before  they  leave  the  Capital.  On  Monday  of  last  week  I  also 
sent  to  you  a  large  book  issued  bv  the  State  Department,  giving  the  memorial  speeches 
in  the  Senate  on  Lincoln,  Garfield,  and  McKinlev.  This  was  a  nicely  bound  book, 
and  there  has  been  a  great  demand  for  it  since  it  has  been  given  out,  so  I  sent  them, 
thinking  that  you  might  like  to  have  them  in  your  home  Libraries.  I  would  like  to 
know  if  you  have  received  those,  for  things  franked  out  sometimes  go  astray. 

As  I  wrote  you  before,  we  are  in  first-clasb  shape  to  send  out  any  documents  on  short 
notice,  and  would  be  greatly  pleased  to  send  to  any  of  the  member*  you  wish  any 
documents  they  require. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  an  informal  recess  for  a  few  minutes, 
as  it  is  neressary  for  the  members  of  the  committee  to  go  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.     ' 

(At  12.05  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  retired.) 

At  12.20  o'clock  p.  m.  the  committee  resumed  its  session. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4105  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Last  week  I  sent  to  your  Dayton  address  a  large  bound  volume  of  the  speeches 
made  in  the  U.  S.  Senate  in  eulogy  of  Presidents  Lincoln,  Garfield,  and  McKinley. 
I  sent  them,  believing  it  would  make  a  very  valuable  addition  to  your  library. 

I  have  also  sent  you  a  number  of  bound  volumes  of  the  Journals  of  the  Continental 
Congress.  I  have  been  informed  that  this  set  is  a  very  valuable  addition  to  any 
gentleman's  library  as  a  work  of  reference. 

The  Chairman.  Have  we  not  got  enough  of  that?  He  sent  them 
broadcast. 

Senator  Reed.  Further  down  in  the  letter  it  says: 

All  danger  of  labor  legislation  is  now  passed,  and  as  I  wrote  you  on  many  occasions 
months  ago  we  have  been  completely  successful  at  this  session.  There  is  a  good  deal 
of  talk  at  the  present  time  of  an  extra  session  of  Congress.  From  all  indications  I  feel 
positive  that  the  President  will  be  forced  to  call  one.  I  feel  this  would  be  unfortunate 
for  us  at  the  present  time,  for  I  believe  we  would  fare  better  if  we  had  a  few  months 
more  to  negotiate  and  do  diplomatic  work  with  our  Democratic  friends. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  next  letter  is  of  no  account. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  the  next  one,  also. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  identify  the  letters,  though.  Is  No.  4106 
a  letter  to  Kirby  from  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  personal. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4107  a  letter  from  you  to  O'Neill  &  Co.,  which 
is  personal  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4108-4109  a  copy  of  a  bill  you  rendered  to  this 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Evidently  that  does  not  include  the  New  Jersey 
matter,  because  these  are  just  driblets. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

4110,  4111  is  a  duplicate  of  4108,  4109. 

Is  41 1 2  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  George  T.  Coppins  t 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  a  personal  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  personal  letter.  Perhaps  it  ought  to  be 
stricken  out. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  stricken  out. 

The  Chairman.  The  clerk  will  have  it  stricken  out  from  the  print. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4113  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr, 
Ellsworth  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  recommending  a  man  to  office? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  4114  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  yourself? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4115  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to 
yourself  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that: 

First,  let  me  say  that  Mr.  Emery  told  me,  on  Friday  last,  of  the  condition  of  Mrs. 
Mulhall,  and  I  was  greatly  pleased  to  hear  of  the  prospects  for  her  ultimate  recovery. 

Now,  with  respect  to  the  books  that  you  mention  as  having  sent  last  week.  I 
received  the  elegant  volume  of  the  speeches  on  Lincoln,  Garfield,  and  McKinley, 
and  as  the  wrapper  bore  the  frank  of  the  Hon.  J.  J.  Gardner,  I  acknowledged  its 
receipt  to  him  as  per  the  enclosed  copy.  I  confess  now  that  I  should  have  known 
better,  but  having  a  large  budget  of  correspondence  before  me  1  thoughtlessly  assumed 
that  Gardner  had  taken  a  notion  in  his  head  to  send  the  book  to  me  and  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment  wrote  him  my  thanks,  etc.  Next  time  I  receive  anything  of  the  kind  I 
will  try  to  bear  in  mind  the  fact  that  the  "frank"  is  no  indication  of  the  real  sender. 
Now,  let  me  express  my  thanks  to  whom  they  are  due.  The  volume  is  a  most  valuable 
one  and  I  appreciate  the  possession  of  it  most  heartily.  Is  it  asking  too  much  to  request 
that  a  copy  be  sent  to  Judge  Speer,  to  whom  I  spoke  of  it  yesterday,  and  he  expressed 
a  strong  desire  to  possess  one?  If  you  can,  without  placing  yourself  under  obligation 
to  anyone,  send  him  one;  I  shall  doubly  appreciate  it.  His  address  is  Hon.  Wm.  H. 
Speer,  43  Emory  Street,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  As  to  the  other  books  whicti  you  say  you 
sent  mo,  I  never  received  them.  If  you  would  drop  me  a  line  when  you  send  me  any- 
thing of  this  kind,  you  may  be  sure  I  will  advise  you  of  its  receipt  or  nonreceipt  as 
the  case  may  be. 

I  hope  the  present  session  will  end  without  any  harm,  from  our  point  of  view, 
being  done  to  the  country  through  bad  legislation,  and  will  feel  relieved  when  the 
session  is  over  and  no  special  session  to  be  called.  We  ought  to  have  a  breathing 
spell  before  the  next  bunch  of  congressional  legislators  assemble. 

Colonel,  do  you  remember  how  those  books  were  bound  that  you 
sent  out,  containing  the  speeches  on  Lincoln,  and  so  forth,  which  are 
referred  to  in  these  letters  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  There  was  one  volume  published,  Senator  Reed. 
They  were  all  in  one  volume. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  how  that  book  was  bound  thai 
you  sent  out  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  it  was  very  nicely  bound.  I  could  not  just 
say  whether  it  was  bound  in  leather  or  paper,  but  it  was  very  nicely 
bound.    It  was  not  paper  bound. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  say  with  reference  to  the  last  statement 
in  the  letter,  about  the  "next  bunch  of  congressional  legislators," 
that  I  take  none  of  that  to  myself  personally.  He  must  nave  been 
estimating  the  bunch  that  were  coming  in  by  the  bunch  that  were  here. 

Is  No.  4116  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ellsworth  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  relates  to  getting  the  indorsement  of  Senator 
Root  and  Mr.  Vreeland. 

Senator  Nelson.  For  an  office. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4117  is  the  next. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  personal. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  and  i&  personal. 

No.  4118  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  In  a  postscript  it  says: 

Inclosed  please  find  Treasury  check  No.  7255.  expenses  per  statement  Feb.  17. 
1911,  for  $96.46. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  to  pay  the  last  bill  that  was  rendered. 
It  tallies  with  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4119  is  what? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  in  No.  4119  that 
is  worth  reading. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Parry,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  only  one  sentence  that  I  think  I  will  read: 

I  thank  you  for  your  frank  and  ready  response  to  help  ma  if  in  your  power.  Well, 
the  fact  is,  I  would  not  turn  down  some  good  appointment  from  the  Government. 
I  would  not  care  so  much  what  it  is  if  it  would  take  me  away  from  the  U.  S.  for  awhile. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  has  already,  in  a  previous  letter,  indicated 
that  "Barkis  is  willin\" 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  he  wanted  just  a  foreign  mission,  or  some- 
thing like  that. 

No.  4120  is  a  little  bill,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  4121  is  another  little  bill,  and  is  unimportant. 

No  4122 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  about  flower  seeds. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  signed  "Geo.  S.  B."     From  whom  is  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  George  S.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Heed.  Is  No.  4123  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  much  ot  it: 

With  respect  to  the  18  sets  of  books  which  you  say  you  sent  me  last  week,  I  have  not 
received  them  as  yet,  but  will  advise  you  when  they  are  received  by  me. 

As  to  the  bookB  which  you  say  you  have  sent  in  the  past  to  Judge  Speer,  I  doubt  if 
he  ever  received  them,  or  if  he  did  receive  them,  he  was  probably  unable  to  tell  who 
sent  them.  Otherwise,  I  think  he  would  have  acknowledged  their  receipt,  for  I 
know  he  appreciates  such  books  and  would  encourage  their  coming  along  if  he  knew 
where  they  come  from. 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President. 

Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

3933  Old  York  Road  ( Waverly),  Baltimore,  Md. 

P.  S. — I  would  like  you  to  secure  for  me  a  copy  o£  the  Sixteenth  Annual  Report  of 
the  Department  of  the  IT.  S.  Commissioner  of  Labor,  if  you  can  do  so.  It  contains  the 
history,  statistics,  State  laws,  and  court  decisions  upon  American  strikes.  J.  K. 
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Are  Nos.  4124,  4125,  and  4126  copies  of  statements  of  account  you 
rendered  to  this  association  ?    They  seem  to  be  three  short  statements. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4127  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Boudinot, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Indicating  that  the  seeds  sent  to  Boudinot  had 
not  arrived. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  he  will  renew  the  amount  of  seeds  which 
he  sent — that  he  will  send  him  some  more. 

Is  4128,  4129  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Bird  t 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  simply  a  letter  about  getting  Vice  President 
Sherman  to  speak  at  a  meeting. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4130  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

I  put  into  the  mail  yesterday  the  book  that  Mr.  Kirby  requested  me  to  send  to 
Judge  Speer — the  Lincoln,  Garfield,  and  McKinley  memorial  addresses. 

Is  No.  4131  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  am  to-day  sending  to  President 
Kirby  in  this  mail.  It  will  in  a  measure  show  you  what  I  nave  been  doing  over 
here  in  the  past  few  days,  in  addition  to  what  I  have  already  written  you.  I  feel 
very  much  elated  over  the  good  work  that  has  been  done  over  here. 

Although  the  Moon  bill  had  passed  last  week,  everything  obnoxious  in  it  to  our 
organization  was  stricken  out.  Besides,  there  were  no  amendments  offered  to  the 
sundry  civil  service  bill,  so  Mr.  Hughes  has  broken  his  record  along  these  lines,  for 
he  did  not  have  nerve  to  offer  any  amendments  to  those  bills. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  one  thing  in  that. 
Senator  Reed.  Certainly. 
Senator  Nelson.  The  letter  says: 

Please  find  enclosed  the  list  of  the  labor  agitators  in  Congress. 

Where  is  that  list  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  guess  you  will  find  it  among  the  rest  of  the  papers, 
Senator.  There  are  dozens  of  lists  here  that  I  submitted  to  the 
World.     I  do  not  know  what  they  done  with  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  Can  you  recall  any  of  those  "labor  agitators/'  as 
you  call  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  Congress  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  designated  all  that  was  elected  that  held 
labor  union  cards,  men  that  nad  formerly  belonged  to  labor  unions, 
labor  agitators. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  classed  those  that  were  union  men  as  labor 
agitators  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.    I  do  not  say  altogether  that  I  classed  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  your  battle  about  legislation  was  chiefly 
with  them,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Principally  with  those  people;  yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  You  also  battled,  as  I  understand,  with  anybody 
who  stood  for  the  legislation,  or  supported  the  legislation,  that  the 
labor  organizations  wanted  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  simply  took  orders,  Senator,  at  all  times.  I  had 
to  take  orders. 

Senator  Reed.  The  result  of  those  orders  was  that  you  did  battle 
with  those  other  men  as  far  as  you  could  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  no  initiative  of  my  own  at  all — was 
not  allowed  to  have. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4132  is  another  letter  from  Boudinot  to  you, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  about  shipments  of  seeds. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  about  seeds  and  books. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  next  is  a  McClave  letter,  which  is  in. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4133  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  McClave,  which  is 
already  in,  and  identified  in  the  previous  testimony. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  already  in. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  I  had  better  identify  it;  it  is  No.  4134. 

Senator  Walsh.  Speer  got  his  book,  all  right. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  41 34  is  a  letter  from  Speer,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4135  is  another  letter  from  Boudinot,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

Enclosed  please  find  treasury  check  No.  7278  for  $55.81,  expenses  to  February  28. 

I  am  sending  you  under  separate  cover  by  this  mail  a  pad  of  blank  forms  adopted 
for  expense  accounts.    Kindly  use  these  forms  hereafter. 

Please  do  not  forget  to  send  us  a  duplicate  of  your  expense  account  to  September  6, 
1910,  amounting  to  $659.55. 

No.  4136  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant. 

No.  4137  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  Is  unimportant. 

No.  4138  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

Yours  of  March  2  was  received  with  expense  check,  and  many  thanks  for  your 
prompt  attention  to  the  matter.  I  also  received  the  pad  of  blank  forms  adopted  for 
expense  accounts,  and  will  do  as  you  say  and  use  them  hereafter.  Up  to  the  present 
time  I  have  not  received  any  advance  money,  as  Mr.  Bird  stated  ne  woula  send; 
therefore,  on  receipt  of  this  letter  I  would  be  greatly  pleased  if  you  will  kindly  mail  me 
$150  for  expenses. 

I  expect  to  leave  here  next  week  on  a  mission  for  two  very  important  friends  of  ours 
in  Congress,  and  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  stopping  off  in  New  York  to  see  you  and 
Mr.  Bird  the  early  part  of  this  coming  week. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about  No.  4138.  You 
say: 

I  expect  to  leave  here  next  week  on  a  mission  for  two  very  important  friends  of  ours 
in  Congress. 
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Who  were  those  " important  friends"  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  was  talking  about  the  mission  that  I  was 
sent  down  to  Maine  on,  Senator.  If  it  was  those  two  gentlemen,  it 
was  the  Vice  President  and  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  Those  are  the  two  men  to  whom  you  referred  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  was  going  to  Maine.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I 
believe  the  correspondence  will  snow. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  McDermott  of  Maine  i 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  McDermott  of  Illinois — the  fourth  Illinois 
district.     Whoever  requested  me  to  go 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  you  going  to  visit  the  editor  of  the  Plun- 
derer ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  went  to  Maine  that  I  did  not  visit  the  gen- 
tleman.    I  found  him  a  very  agreeable  companion. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4139  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to 
Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  2d  instant,  in  relation  to  flower  seeds  and  books. 
I  shall  see  that  the  seeds  are  sent  you  at  once,  but  the  books  you  will  have  to  wait 
for  for  some  time,  for  I  do  not  wish  to  send  them  in  paper  covers,  so  we  will  have 
to  wait  until  they  are  bound  before  I  will  be  able  to  send  them.  The  letter  you 
mailed  to  Mr.  Emery  last  week  for  information  concerning  the  Court  of  Patent  Appeals 
was  turned  over  to  me  on  Friday  by  Mr.  Emery's  clerk,  and  Mr.  Emery  left  here  on 
Saturday  and  I  particularly  requested  him  to  give  you  this  information  when  he  saw 
you  in  New  York,  which  he  said  he  "would  do.  So  one  of  the  requests  made  therein 
as  to  who  the  committee  was  I  know  was  not  sent  to  you,  so  you  will  please  find  the 
names  of  the  gentlemen  comprising  the  subcommittee.  It  is  marked  "Committee 
No.  2  "  on  the  slip  inclosed. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  nothing  in  the  next  paragraph. 

Senator  Nelson.  Congress  had  adjourned  at  that  tune. 

The  Chairman.  You  speak  of  his  having  to  wait  for  the  books. 
You  say  that  you  do  not  wish  to  send  them  in  paper  covers.  How 
did  you  get  them  bound  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  there  is  a  witness  that  will  follow  me, 
Senator,  who  will  explain  that  fully.  The  binding  was  generally 
done  through  McMichael  and  McDermott;  principally  through  those 
two. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4140,  4141  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Mac:  I  came  over  here  this  morning  at  the  express  invitation  of  one  of 
Our  congressional  friends  from  Maryland.  1  did  not  know  I  was  coming  until  1 
received  a  phone  message  from  him  last  evening. 

When  1  called  at  our  office  this  morning,  1  was  a  little  bit  surprised  on  meeting 
Mr.  Emery  to  hear  that  he  was  quite  disappointed  because  his  bulbs  had  not  reached 
him  yet.  I  have  been  promising  them  to  him  for  about  six  weeks,  principally  on 
account  of  your  stating  to  me  every  time  I  met  you  that  they  would  be  in  tne  mails 
next  day. 

I  have  not  heard  from  Mr.  Kirby  in  relation  to  those  books  that  were  put  in  the 
mail.  It  seems  to  me  there  is  something  very  mysterious  about  those  books,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  relief  to  my  mind  if  I  could  feel  positive  that  they  had  reached  their 
destination. 

Another  thing  I  suppose  you  have  forgotten  is  those  1,000  franks  that  were  promised. 
I  have  been  waiting  for  some  time  to  send  those  to  the  New  York  office,  but  up  to  the 
present  time  they  have  not  reached  my  home,  where  you  agreed  to  send  them. 
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1  have  been  in  daily  touch  with  the  friends  we  have  talked  about  over  in  Baltimore 
and  I  am  positive  that  if  you  will  get  a  line  on  who  the  Doorkeeper  will  be  to  a  reason- 
able certainty,  I  can  do  a  lot  of  work  for  him,  which  will  make  you  perfectly  solid  in 
that  direction. 

Now,  old  man,  get  your  coat  off  and  do  a  little  hustling,  and  let  me  know  when  you 
answer  this  if  you  have  taken  my  advice  on  home  affairs,  for  I  am  about  as  much 
interested  in  you  as  if  it  was  my  own  kid,  for  you  are  only  a  kid  anyhow,  comparing 
yourself  with  me,  as  far  as  years  are  concerned.  So,  excuse  me  if  I  take  too  much  of 
a  fatherly  interest. 

I  will  be  glad  to  come  and  see  you  any  time,  and  I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  ycu 
call  and  see  me  any  time. 

So,  closing  with  very  best  wishes,  and  hoping  that  you  will  straighten  this  matter 
up  for  me,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Sincerely  yours.. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  doorkeeper  you  referred  to  was  the  dooiv 
keeper  of  the  new  House,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  Democrat  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  wanted  to  get  a  line  on  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Ycs;  for  McMicharl  wanted  to  keep  his  position  on 
the  floor,  and  we  were  very  anxious  to  hold  him  there. 

Senator  Reed.  And  your  method  was  to  find  out  who  was  going 
to  win  and  then  back  that  man  and  make  him  think  you  had  done 
something  for  him  and  try  to -hold  McMichael  in  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Certainly;  that  was  politics. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  parliamentary. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  one  kind  of  politics. 

No.  4142  is  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  McMichael,  is  it  not,  written 
in  his  own  handwriting? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after -examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  letter  numbered  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  it  is  numbered  4142. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Col.:  No  doubt  the  Botanic  Gardens  have  a  number  of  orders  for  bulbs 
and  plants,  and  Mr.  Emery's  has  not  been  reached  as  yet.  However,  I  will  go  there 
myself  this  day  and  try  and  get  them  myself,  also  deliver  them  to  his  home. 

In  regard  to  books  for  John  Kirby,  jr.,  you  can  look  for  a  letter  from  me  to-morrow, 
I  will  call  on  the  postmaster  and  find  out  just  what  has  been  found  out. 

Sent  you  franks  last  evening.  I  have  been  hustling  every  day  with  Members  here, 
but  no  one  knows  just  who  will  be  Doorkeeper.    Will  phone  if  I  hear  any  news. 

Will  take  home  affairs  up  with  you  when  I  come  to  Baltimore;  have  had  a  long 
talk  with  her.    Your  advice  is  always  welcome  and  I  am  pleased  some  one  has  an  inter* 
est  in  me. 
With  kind  regards,  and  trusting  your  wife  is  better,  I  am, 
Respectfully, 

I.  H.  McMichael, 
2223  F  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

No.  4143  appears  to  be  a  portion  of  a  letter.  Who  wrote  that 
letter  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  That  is  in  the  handwriting 
of  Mr.  McMiehael,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  is  the  balance  of  the  letter  ?  There  seems 
to  be  something  omitted. 

Senator  Reed.  All  I  can  say  is  that  this  is  all  that  was  found  to 
print.  There  are  a  lot  of  fragments  at  the  end  of  this  book  of  letters, 
or  near  the  end  of  it,  and  some  of  them  may  fit  on  here.  I  do  not 
know.     I  have  not  read  these  letters. 
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I  read  the  following  from  No.  4143: 

Friend  Col.  :  The  order  for  Mr.  Emery's  plants  and  bulbs  will  be  filled  within  a 
few  days 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  of  importance 
in  that  letter  except  the  last  paragraph. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  letter  ought  to  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well;  I  will  read  from  the  letter  as  follows: 

I  also  sent  a  request  to  Dept.  of  Agriculture  for  a  nice  palm  and  rubber  plant  for 
him,  as  you  understand  it  will  require  a  few  days  before  these  plants  can  be  delivered, 
yet  you  can  assure  him  they  will  come  to  him  within  a  few  davs. 

The  postmaster  has  his  men  looking  for  the  bag  of  books  for  Mr.  John  Kirby ,  jr. ,  and 
just  as  soon  as  I  hear  from  them  I  will  send  you  the  message  I  get  from  them.  Have 
you  heard  anything  from  Jno.  Kirby,  jr. ,  since  we  last  met?  There  is  no  chance  of  the 
Dag  being  lost,  for  on  the  inside  there  was  a  paper  with  his  name  and  address.  (John 
Kirby,  jr.,  Dayton,  Ohio.) 

I  am  coming  over  to  Baltimore  Saturday  morning;  will  call  you  on  phone.  Let 
me  know  if  you  will  be  in  city  said  date;  if  not  I  win  come  later,  whenever  you  have 
time. 

The  best  information  I  can  get  oh  Doorkeeper  is  that  Joe  Sinnott  from  Virginia  will 
get  place.  He  is  one  of  the  Democratic  employees,  and  Mr.  Tolbert  knows  him  well, 
yet  do  not  count  on  this,  as  they  may  have  a 

There  the  letter  breaks  off.  There  is  not  much  doubt  about  that 
being  from  Mr.  McMichael,  is  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4144  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  reads  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mac:  I  have  been  in  Buffalo  several  days  and  just  got  back  here  this  morn- 
ing. I  was  sorry  that  I  did  not  telegraph  you  last  night,  for  I  was  very  anxious  to  see 
you  here  to-day.  When  you  get  this  letter  to-morrow  morning,  couldn't  you  come  over 
to  Baltimore  at  once,  or  phone  me  if  you  can  come.  I  will  remain  home  all  to-morrow 
forenoon  waiting  to  hear  from  you. 

I  had  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby,  dated  March  3d,  stating  positively  that  those  books 
did  not  go  to  Dayton  post  office,  and  the  postmaster  at  Dayton  advises  me  that  he  had 
received  no  inquiry  from  Washington  about  the  books.  Of  course  this  leaves  me  in 
very  bad  shape  with  Mr.  Kirby,  for  he  will  begin  to  believe  now  that  there  were  no 
books  sent  to  him.  If  you  have  received  any  communication  from  your  inquiries  at 
the  post  office,  please  bring  them  along,  if  you  come  to  see  me  to-morrow,  for  I  am  wor- 
ried about  this  affair. 

I  came  over  here  to-day  with  one  of  our  friends  and  will  leave  about  3  o'clock  this 
afternoon  for  Baltimore  again,  so  I  want  you  to  answer  just  the  moment  you  get  this 
letter  and  see  if  we  can  not  arrange  to  get  this  matter  straightened  up  in  some  way. 

I  am  glad  to  hear  that  you  are  bringing  your  home  affairs  around  all  right. 

Is  4145,  4146  a  copy  of  a  statement  that  you  rendered  to  this 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4147  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
A.  S.  Goldsbo rough,  secretary  to  the  mayor  of  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes.    That  is  a  local  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4148  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Barry  Mahool? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination)..  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4149  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr. 
Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Regarding  money  sent. 

No.  4150  is  a  receipt.    What  is  that? 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  receipt  that  is  spoken  of  in  another  letter. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  acknowledging  a  check  that  I  sent  to  that 
city  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  The  city  campaign  in  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4151  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Goldsborough  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  of  no  importance.  Is  No.  4152  a  letter  to 
you  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

Do  not  sacrifice  any  time  coming  to  New  York  in  view  of  the  matters  you  have  in 
hand,  for  I  have  nothing  here  but  what  can  be  discussed  by  correspondence  if  necessary. 

No.  4153  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  a  fragment  of  no  consequence  at  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  called  the  witness's  attention  to 
No.  4154? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  coming  to  that  now.  I  am  looking  this  other 
through.     The  Boudinot  letter  is  merely  about  financial  matters. 

Is  No.  4154  a  portion  of  a  letter  that  you  received;  and  if  so,  from 
whom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  from  Mr.  McMichael. 
I  think  it  is  the  full  note. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  what  does  he  refer  there  by  the  expression 
"no  meetings,  only  steel"  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  quite  catch  that  last  word. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  letter  to  you: 

Friend  Colonel.  Was  away  for  one  day  on  a  gunning  trip  in  Md.  Received  your 
letter  on  my  return.  There  has  been  nothing  new  here,  only  the  labor  meeting  in  Ga. 
passed  a  resolution  to  increase  the  fund  for  McNamara  brothers'  case. 

Have  been  at  Capitol  every  day.    No  meetings,  only  steel. 

I  enclose  information  wanted,  with  list  of  Members  in  city.  Called  up  between 
12  &  1.    You  were  out. 

I  will  meet  you  in    *    *    *. 

Then  the  letter  breaks  off. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  know  to  what  he  refers  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  recall  what  he  meant. 
^  Senator  Nelson.  Was  the  steel  investigation  in  progress  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  might  be  that,  but  I  know  that  Mr.  McDermott 
was  at  that  time  giving  Mr.  McMichael  complete  information  of 
what 

Senator  Walsh.  You  do  not  know  to  what  that  refers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  can  not  recall  what  that  word  " steel"  means. 
Oh,  jes;  I  do  now.  It  was  a  meeting  that  was  held.  They  were 
holding  an  investigation,  I  think  in  Senator  Burrows's  room,  and  Mr. 
Emery  was  to  make  an  address  before  that  meeting,  and  I  believe  he 
sent  me  a  clipping  of  that  meeting.     That  is  what  he  means. 

Senator  Reed.  rlo.  4155  is  another  account  that  you  rendered,  is 
it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4156  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Boudinot. 

Is  No.  41 57  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Col.  Coppins  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination),  x  es. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

It  always  affords  me  pleasure  to  be  of  some  service,  so  I  have  mailed  to  you,  ** 
requested,  this  p.  m.,  a  copy  of  "The  conference  of  governors  under  the  Roosevelt 
administration. 

Is  No.  4158  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  t 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  You  will  note  in  mv  expense  account  for  this  week  that  I 
have  not-made  any  charge  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  or  any  money  I  expended 
in  the  Mahool  campaign.  Of  course,  this  work  is  necessary,  as  I  explained  in  another 
letter  to  you,  to  keep  the  good  will  of  our  Democratic  friends  in  Maryland,  who,  I  am 
sure,  have  done  splendid  work  for  us  in  the  past. 

If  you  think  I  had  ought  to  charge  it  up,  let  me  know  when  you  answer  this  letter, 
but  I  will  make  no  charge  until  you  pass  upon  it. 

Had  Mr.  McMichael  been  over  to  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Upon  what  business  did  he  go?  Did  he  go  to  help 
in  the  Mahool  campaign  or  the  campaign  that  was  on,  or  what  was  hia 
business? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  came  to  get  some  money. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  41 59  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  read  this  portion  from  that  letter: 

I  got  an  order  to-day  for  fifty  of  them  to  be  bound  in  the  same  way  as  those  you  find 
enclosed 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say,  inasmuch  as  Senator  Nelson  has  been 
careful  to  make  inquiries  about  Mr.  McDermott's  money  matters, 
that  I  gave  Mr.  McMichael  a  hundred  dollars,  and  his  report  shows- 
that  one-half  of  that  was  given  to  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  that  at  the  time  that  Mr.  McMichael 
went  over  to  Baltimore,  on  the  occasion  of  this  visit  that  is  referred 
to  in  the  letter  No.  4158 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Which  I  just  read  in  part,  you  gave 
Mr.  McMichael  $100? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  it  he  was  to  do  with  the  hundred  dollars  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  told  me  he  would  give  half  of  it  to  Mr.  McDer- 
mott. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  something  about  the  fact  that  he  gave 
half  of  it  to  Mr.  McDermott  being  shown  in  his  account. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  he  gave  a  receipt  for  that  hundred  dollars. 
If  I  am  not  mistaken,  you  will  find  it  in  the  papers. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  may  come  across  it  later. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about  that.  As  I  under> 
stand  you,  you  do  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  McDermott  getting* 
any  portion  of  this  money,  except  what  Mr.  McMichael  told  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  later  on  what  Mr.  McDermott  told  me 
himself.  He  told  me  he  sent  Mr.  McMichael  over,  and  Mr.  McMichael 
got  loaded  up  and  did  not  come  back,  and  had  spent  some  of  the 
money  over  m  Baltimore  before  he  got  hold  of  him.  So  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott's  remarks  did  not  coincide  with  Mr.  McMichael's.  He 
claimed  he  only  got  $20  of  that  $100. 
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Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  Mr.  McDermott  claimed  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  was  the  mission  on  which  you  sent  Mr, 
McMichael  over  to  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  came  on  that  mission  to  get  that  money. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  he  came  to  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  at  Baltimore,  and  he  came  and  got 
the  money  from  you  in  Baltimore  ¥ 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4159  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  from  that  letter: 

I  got  an  order  to-day  for  fifty  of  them  to  be  bound  in  the  same  way  as  those  you  find 
enclosed. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following: 

Those  books  are  bound  in  red  morocco,  and  I  wish  you  would  send  one  to  Judge 
William  Spear  for  me;  give  one  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  and  keep  one  for  yourself. 

I  got  an  order  to-day  for  fifty  of  them  to  be  bound  in  the  same  way  as  those  you  find 
enclosed,  and  if  you  will  send  me  a  list  of  names  I  will  send  them  out  for  you,  or  if 
you  wish  I  will  send  them  over  to  the  New  York  office  when  I  get  them  and  send  you 
franks,  so  you  can  mail  them  from  that  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  From  whom  did  you  get  the  fifty? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  From  Mr.  McDermott. 

• 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  postscript  of  that  letter: 

P.  S. — I  have  furnished  the  Washington  office  with  4  copies  of  the  "Criminal  Code 
of  the  U.  S.,"  and  with  8  copies  of  the  revised  and  amended  laws  relating  to  the 
judiciary.    M.  M.  M. 

Is  4160-4162  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows: 

I  came  over  here  this  morning  with  Mr.  J.  F.  C.  Talbott.  I  have  made  it  a  custom 
for  the  past  three  or  four  months  to  get  on  the  train  mornings  with  some  member  of 
the  Maryland  delegation,  as  it  affords  me  the  opportunity  of  having  a  pleasant  inter- 
view from  Baltimore  to  Washington,  and  also  picking  up  necessary  information. 

As  I  wrote  you  last  week,  Mr.  McMichael  came  to  Baltimore  on  Thursday  and  did 
a  good  day's  work  among  the  Maryland  Members.  I  was  not  sure  of  how  two  members 
of  the  delegation  would  stand  upon  labor  measures,  that  is,  Mr.  J.  Charles  Linthicum 
and  Mr.  David  J.  Lewis.  Mr.  Lewis  comes  from  Cumberland,  in  the  6th  district,  and 
they  say  he  is  very  much  in  touch  with  the  miners  in  that  section. 

I  had  McMichael  interview  those  gentlemen,  and  he  got  the  information  that  I 
wished  to  convey  to  Mr.  Talbott  before  a  meeting  that  was  to  be  held  in  Talbott'e 
office  in  Baltimore,  on  Friday  morning.  The  five  members  of  the  Maryland  delega- 
tion, Messrs.  Covington,  Talbott,  Koenig,  Linthicum,  and  Lewis,  met  in  Baltimore, 
on  Friday,  and  they  agreed  to  stand  as  a  unit  upon  securing  appointments  for  Mary- 
land, and  in  addition  to  that  to  arrange  for  committee  positions  for  the  Maryland 


ig  at  Mr.  TaiDoti'B  omce  on  Friday  morning  they  agr< 
delegation  in  Mr.  Talbott's  hands,  and  have  him  and  Mr.  Covington  work  to  secure 
for  the  three  new  Members  good  positions  upon  the  prominent  committees. 

I  was  very  much  pleased  at  the  result  of  the  meeting,  for  Talbott  has  been  our 
friend  for  years,  and  Mr.  Covington  has  demonstrated  his  fidelity  at  the  last  two  ses- 
sions of  Congress,  for  on  two  occasions  he  broke  up  a  quorum  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor,  for  if  he  had  attended  as  a  member  the  meetings  of  the  committee  they  would 
have  had  a  quorum  and  would  have  been  able  to  report  an  eight-hour  bill  out,  but  by 
Covinj^ton  staying  away  on  those  occasions  they  were  unable  to  hold  meetings  of  the 
committee.  He  lias  done  splendid  work  since  he  has  been  a  member  for  our  cause, 
and  I  am  extremely  anxious  at  the  present  time  to  have  him  serve  on  that  committee 
and  act  as  its  chairman. 
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I  wanted  Mr.  Talbott  to  have  Covington  consent  to  serve  as  the  chairman  of  the 
committee, -and  get  the  Maryland  delegation  behind  him,  and  I  believe  we  have 
accomplished  this,  for  Covington  states  that  if  the  position  is  offered  to  him  that  he 
will  fill  it,  and  that  is  just  what  I  am  wanting  at  the  present  time. 

I  am  also  positive  that  Wilson,  the  ex-secretary  and  treasurer  of  the  Miners'  Union, 
will  not  be  on  that  committee.  He  will  be  appointed  as  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Census,  so  this  will  leave  him  off  the  Labor  Committee,  and  this  is  a  good  point 
gained . 

I  am  perfectly  confident  about  the  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  also 
the  subcommittees  of  that  committee,  and  I  know  that  when  this  committee  is  com- 
pleted we  will  have  members  favorable  enough  to  us  upon  it,  to  control,  as  we  have 
the  past  five  or  six  years. 

I  have  given  my  time  to  matters  in  Baltimore  at  the  reauest  of  Mr.  Talbott  and  Mr. 
Covington,  and  Thave  had  the  active  support  of  Mayor  Mahool  for  the  past  year  in 
anything  that  I  wanted,  so,  in  a  way,  I  am  trying  to  repay  him  for  some  of  the  favors 
which  he  has  done,  and  I  am  especially  doing  this  because  Mr.  Covington  asks  me  to 
be  active  in  Mahool 's  behalf. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Lodge  has  just  come  into  the  room,  and  I 
understand  he  desires  to  make  an  additional  statement. 

(The  witness  Mulhall  at  this  point  temporarily  withdrew  from  the 
stand.) 

ADDITIONAL  TESTIMONY  OF  SENATOR  HEJTBY  CABOT  LODGE. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Lodge,  you  have  been  sworn.  I  believe 
you  desire  to  make  a  statement.  The  committee  will  be  glad  to  hear 
you  now. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Chairman,  what  I  have  to  say  is  very  simple. 
I  saw  in  the  newspapers  a  statement  to  the  effect  that  the  witness, 
Mulhall,  had  stated  that  he  had  had  conferences  with  me,  and  Mr. 
Hatfield,  the  chairman  of  our  Republican  State  committee  in  Massa- 
chusetts, in  the  summer  of  1910,  and  that  we  had  praised  his  work,  etc 
I  do  not  remember  ever  having  heard  Mr.  MulnalTs  name  until  he 
was  called  as  a  witness  before  this  committee. 

It  is  impossible  for  a  man  in  public  life,  who  meets  hundreds  of 
men  here  and  in  political  campaigns  and  who  has  scores  of  men 
introduced  to  him,  to  say  absolutely  that  he  never  saw  or  met  a 
particular  person.  So  far  as  my  knowledge  or  memory  goes,  I  never 
saw  Mr.  Mulhall  and  never  met  him. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  him? 

Senator  Lodge.  He  certainly  never  had  any  conference  with  me, 
and  I  never  praised  his  work.  The  summer  of  1910  was  an  election 
year.  I  was  a  candidate  for  reelection  to  the  Senate.  I  hardly 
went  into  the  State  headquarters  during  that  summer.  I  had  an 
office  of  my  own  in  Boston.  I  have  inquired  of  my  clerks,  who 
assure  me  that  to  their  knowledge  Mr.  Mulhall  was  never  in  my 
office.  I  have  communicated  with  the  chairman  of  the  State  com- 
mittee, and  he  says  that  to  his  knowledge  he  never  saw  Mr.  Mulhall; 
and  he  certainly  never  had  any  conference  with  him  in  my  com- 

Eany.    I  merely  desire  to  make  this  statement,  as  my  name  has 
een  brought  into  the  matter. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  have  a  written  communication  from 
Mr.  Hatfield,  the  chairman  of  your  State  committee  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  No.  I  called  him  up  over  the  telephone  and 
asked  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  Or  with  Mr.  Cox 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Clark  is  here  in  the  building. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Cox. 

Senator  Lodge.  Oh,  Mr.  Cox  ?  No.  I  have  had  no  communication 
at  all  with  Mr.  Cox. 

Senator  Walsh.  His  name  seems  to  have  been  associated  with 
yours. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  know  Mr.  Cox,  and  have  known  him  for  many 
years,  if  he  is  the  one  who  I  think  is  referred  to;  that  is,  Mr.  Alfred 
E.  Cox  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  is  the  name,  but  the  initials  are  not 
given  in  this  particular  letter. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  is  the  treasurer  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works, 
and  I  have  known  him  for  over  30  years. 

Senator  Walsh.  Your  attention  never  was  called  to  the  fact  that 
Col.  Mulhall  was  at  work  in  the  political  campaign  in  Massachusetts, 
even  if  that  were  the  fact  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  Never,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  or  memory  goes. 
I  never  heard  of  him  at  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  did  you  inguire  of  that  fact  from  the  gentle- 
man with  whom  you  communicatee  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  From  Mr.  Hatfield  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  told  him  what  had  been  stated  here,  and  asked 
him  if  he  had  any  memory  or  recollection  of  our  ever  having  seen  Mr. 
Mulhall,  or  of  having  any  conferences  with  him,  and  he  said  none; 
that  he  could  not  recollect  that  he  had  ever  himself  seen  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  And,  as  I  say,  you  did  not  talk  with  Mr.  Cox 
about  it  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  I  have  no  recollection  of  talking  with  Mr.  Cox 
about  it  at  any  time.  I  knew  of  the  existence  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers.     That  was  public  knowledge. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  Mr.  Cox's  name  seems  to  have  been 
most  prominently  connected  with  the  activities  of  Col.  Mulhall  in 
Massachusetts,  if  he  ever  was  active  there. 

Senator  Lodge.  Of  that  I  know  nothing.  As  I  say,  I  have  known 
Mr.  Cox  a  great  many  years. 

Senator  Walsh.  Was  he  in  any  way  connected  with  the  campaign  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  No.  At  that  time  he  was  not  on  the  committee 
and  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  campaign.  Mr.  Cox  has  been  very 
active  in  politics  for  a  great  many  years  and  is  an  old  friend  of  mine. 
He  may  nave  spoken  to  me  about  it.  Of  course,  it  is  impossible  to 
recall  everything  that  is  said  to  one  about  politics,  but  I  personally 
have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  of  any  activities  on  the  part  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  behalf  of  the  Republican 
party  in  Massachusetts  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  Certainly  there  were  none  in  my  behalf,  and  I 
never  heard  of  any  of  their  activities  in  Massachusetts  politics.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  they  may  not  have  taken  part.  That  I  do  not 
know. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  Alfred  E.  Cox,  and  he  writes  to  Col.  Mul- 
hall. At  least  here  is  a  letter  which  purports  to  be  from  him  under 
date  of  December  22,  1912.     In  that  letter  (4018,  4019)  he  says: 

The  result  of  the  Massachusetts  election  was  not  a  great  surprise  to  me,  knowing, 
first,  how  easy  it  is  for  the  people  to  be  misled,  and,  second,  the  depth  of  Foes's 
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barrel.    The  worst  feature  of  the  campaign  in  Massachusetts  was  the  effect  upon 
Senator  Lodge,  though  I  expect  he  will  be  reelected. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  think  he  may  very  well  have  written  that. 
Senator  Walsh.  Also  I  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

If  he  acts  officially  as  he  talks  in  private  conversation,  he  will  die  a  yearling  beyond 

Suestion.    His  opposition  to  Lodge  is  helping  the  Senator  daily  and  is  splitting  the 
democratic  party  on  this  question. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  a  reference  to  Gov.  Foss. 
Senator  Walsh.  Yes.     I  also  invite  your  attention  to  letter  No. 
3928,  as  follows: 

Col.  M.  M.  MtJLHALL, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York. 

Dear  Colonel:  Your  interesting  letter  received^  and  I  have  sent  paztB.af  it  to 
Chairman  Hatfield,  of  the  State  committee.  I  am  in  hopes  that  we  can  organize  at 
once  a  movement  among  business  men  in  this  State,  and  I  have  put  it  up  to  Mr. 
Hatfield  in  a  way  which  I  think  will  interest  him  and  persuade  him  to  take  action 
along  this  line. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  in  reference  to  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  addressed  to  Col.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  mean  that  what  he  alludes  to  is  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  wrote  that  letter? 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  a  letter  from  Alfred  E.  Cox  to  CoL 
Mulhall. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  may  well  have  written  that  to  Mr.  Hatfield. 
I  know  nothing  about  that. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course  you  know  nothing  about  it,  but  Mr.  Cox 
evidently  was  corresponding  with  Col.  Mulhall  about  the  situation 
in  Massachusetts. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  may  well  be. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  if  he  knowTs  George  Coppins, 
of  the  Walworth  Manufacturing  Co.  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  I  know  the  Walworth  Manufacturing  Co.  by  name. 
I  do  not  remember  Mr.  Coppins. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Certainly  I  am  not  going  to  contradict  you,  Senator 
Lodge,  one  way  or  the  other,  but  I  do  say  that  I  had  a  meeting  in 
your  office  with  him,  and  I  can  describe  the  outside  and  the  inner  room 
of  vour  office  in  Boston. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  were  hundreds  of  people  in  that  office. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  I  know  there  were  hundreds,  because  there  were 
a  dozen  waiting  the  day  that  I  came  there.  I  made  myself  known, 
and  I  think  the  correspondence  here  will  show  that  I  had  several 
meetings  with  Mr.  Hatfield,  and  furnished  Mr.  Hatfield  large  numbers 
of  lists  that  he  wanted;  and  I  think  that  correspondence  from  Mr. 
Cox  will  show  that  I  have  had  a  correspondence  back  and  forth  for 
over  three  years  with  the  gentleman,  and  that  I  was  brought  down 
there  bv  Mr.  Cox  and  paid  $1,000  by  Mr.  Cox  to  participate  in  the 
Massachusetts  campaign. 

Senator  Lodge.  Oi  that  I  know  nothing;  absolutely  nothing. 
I  said  in  the  beginning  that  I  met  hundreds  of  people  in  that  campaign, 
and  I  may  have  met  the  witness.  So  far  as  my  knowledge  and  mem- 
ory goes 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  only  that,  but  I  wrote,  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Hatfield,  to  bring  Mr.  Bede  and  Mr.  Watson  there,  and  the  corre- 
spondence shows  that  there  are  answers  both  ways  on  that  source. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  statement  was  that  jou  had  conferences  with 
Mr.  Hatfield  and  myself,  and  of  those  neither  he  nor  I  has  any 
recollection. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  in  Mr.  Hatfield's  office  frequently.  I  believe 
that  for  at  least  three  or  four  weeks  I  was  there  most  every  day.  I 
do  not  think  Mr.  Hatfield  will  deny  it,  because  I  think  the  corre- 
spondence with  Mr.  Hatfield  will  show  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  am  not  responsible  for  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  Senator,  lnever  had,  to  my  knowledge,  but  one 
meeting  with  you  in  Boston. 

TheUHAHtMAN.  Senator  Nelson,  do  you  desire  to  ask  any  ques- 
tions of  Senator  Lodge  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  all.  I  merely  desired  to  make  that 
statement. 

(The  witness,  Martin  Michael  Mulhall,  at  this  point  resumed  the 
stand.) 

TESTIMONY  OF  MABTIJT  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Besomed. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  No.  4163  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes.     It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
that  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  that  letter: 

I  have  been  actively  engaged  for  the  past  few  weeks  in  working  on  committee  ap- 
pointments. I  am  very  anxious  that  we  shall  fare  well  on  the  Judiciary  Committee 
and  the  House  Labor  Committee,  and  we  have  every  reason  to  hope  at  this  writing 
that  we  are  sure  of  success. 

I  have  written  a  long  letter  this  a.  m.  to  Mr.  Bird  on  the  subject,  and  I  suppose  if 
you  see  him  he  will  report  to  you  fully  what  we  are  doing. 

I  sent  three  copies  of  "The  Criminal  Code  of  the  U.  S.,"  bound  in  red  morocco,  to 
the  New  York  office  this  p.m.,  one  of  them  to  go  to  Judge  Spear,  and  from  this  tune 
on  I  will  see  that  the  judge  is  well  supplied  with  documents  of  this  kind. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  this  expression  in 
that  letter: 

I  have  been  actively  engaged  for  the  past  few  weeks  in  working  on  committee  ap- 
pointments. 

Those  were  appointments  in  the  new  House  that  was  coming  in  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.   i  es. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  Democratic  House  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  With  what  success  did  you  meet? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  With  failure. 
Senator  Nelson.  With  whom  did  you  work  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  worked  with  Mr.  Pwight  and  several  members  of 
Congress. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  else  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  say  Mr.  Fassett,  and,  I  believe,  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  were  Republicans. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  you  do  with  the  Democratic  House? 
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Mr.  McCarter  (to  Senator  Nelson).  Mr.  Fassett  was  not  in  that 
House. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  catch  that  remark. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  said  that  Mr.  Fassett  was  not  in  that  House. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  about  that.  Those  surprises  are  kind 
of  wearing  on  a  witness's  memory.  I  have  had  three  of  them  sprung 
on  me  without  any  knowledge  at  all,  and  if  you  give  me  time  to  get 
my  head — but  when  I  realize  that  pretty  near  every  official  of  tne 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  is  here  at  the  present  time  as 
a  lobby,  I  want  to  call  the  committee's  attention  to  what  I  am  up 
against. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  not  know  that  neither  Mr.  Watson  nor 
Mr.  Fassett  was  a  Member  of  that  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Watson  was  not  a  Member  of  the  House,  but 
I  am  not  sure  if  Mr.  Fassett  was  a  Member  of  that  Congress. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  expected  to  use  them  in  telling  the  Demo- 
crats how  to  organize  their  committees  ?     Was  that  your  pl$n  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  asked  favors  from  both  parties — I  mean 
asked  favors  in  that  way — yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  that  your  work  in  the  matter  of  securing 
favorable  committees  from  the  Democrats  was  through  two  Repub- 
lican ex-Members  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  say  more,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  submit 
my  list. 

Senator  Nelson.  Can  you  recall  any  more  at  this  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  now.  I  am  not  going  to  try  to  recall,  when 
my  mind  is  not  clear. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say  here  in  this  letter: 

I  am  vory  anxious  that  we  shall  fare  well  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the 
House  Labor  Committee,  and  we  have  every  reason  to  hope  at  this  writing  that  we 
are  sure  of  success. 

What  reason  had  you  to  hope  that  you  would  be  successful  in 
securing  the  control  of  those  two  committees  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  From  talks  I  had  around,  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  From  talks  with  whom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott  would  be  one  Democrat. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  Mr.  McMichael,  I  suppose  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  to  some  extent;  because  he  was  picking  up 
information  for  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  through  those  two  men  you  expected  to 
effect  this  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  putting  it  that  way,  and  I  will  not  allow 
you  to  put  it  that  way  for  me.  When  my  mind  gets  dear  I  will 
answer  the  question. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  will  you  put  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  I  can  not  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  is  proper  to  suggest  that  after  this,  if 
counsel  have  any  communications  to  make  to  the  committee,  those 
communications  should  be  made  to  the  entire  committee  from  the 
position  of  counsel  in  the  room. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  mind  the  activities  of  this  gentleman  [indi- 
cating Mr.  McCarter].  I  will  give  him  a  chance  when  we  get  on  the 
other  side.    He  has  got  to  show  to  his  bosses  what  he  is  trying  to  do 

Senator  Nelson.  I  did  not  quite  catch  that  remark. 
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The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh  suggested  that  if  counsel  had  any 
remarks  to  make,  he  would  better  communicate  them  to  the  chair- 
man  and  the  full  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4164  is  unimportant. 

No.  4165  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter. 

My  Dear  Colonel  Mulhall:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  March  28th  re  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael,  I  will  give  this  matter  consideration  and  report  to  you  later.  I  am  returning^ 
the  letters,  as  you  reqi.est. 

No.  4166  is  a  letter  from  whom? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  From  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4167  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Another  letter  from  Mr- 
Bird. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4168  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4169  is  one  of  the  bills  you  submitted,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  the  payments  therein  stated  were  made 
by  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  4170,  4171  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  I  wrote  to  Mr. 
Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4172  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  says:  " Congress  convenes  to-day." 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  he  say  about  4i70,  4171  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  He  said  it  was  a  letter  written  by  him  to  Mr. 
Kirby.     It  is  personal. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  letter  ought  to  be  stricken  from  the 
record. 

The  Chairman.  It  will  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4172  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to 
you.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  reads: 

Congress  convenes  to-day,  and  no  doubt  Mr.  Emery  will  have  plenty  of  work  for 
you  to  give  your  undivided  attention  to  until  it  adjourns.  Therefore  please  report 
to  him  and  place  yourself  under  his  directions  until  further  request. 

What  is  4173,  4174? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  me  to  Mr* 
Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  part  of  that  letter,  as  follows: 

I  have  carefully  kept  in  touch  with  the  situation  here  in  Washington,  and  the  present 
committees  of  the  House  have  all  been  appointed.  We  have  lost  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor.  Wilson  has  been  appointed .  Of  course  this  will  be  a  drawback 
to  us,  but  at  an  interview  that  I  had  with  Mr.  Underwood  yesterday  morning  he  stated 
that  he  could  not  do  otherwise,  as  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  had  no  other 
candidate  before  it  but  Wilson,  and  that  every  member  that  had  formerly  been  on 
that  committee  had  positively  refused  and  declined  to  serve  upon  it  again,  and  that 
Mr.  Hughes  placed  Mr.  Wilson's  name  in  nomination  on  last  Thursday,  and  that 
Mr.  Wilson  was  unanimously  elected  by  the  committee,  as  there  was  no  other  nax&& 
before  it. 
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Mr.  Underwood  stated  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  been  appointed  by  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  to  serve  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Census,  but  at  the  request 
of  several  organizations  of  labor  he  had  withdrawn  from  that  committee  and  accepted 
the  appointment  of  chairman  of  Committee  on  Labor.  Notwithstanding  the  appoint- 
ment of  Wilson  as  chairman,  I  feel  positive  that  we  will  be  able  to  control  the  committee, 
for  Wilson  is  the  only  real  labor  appointee  upon  the  committee,  and  from  the  canvass 
that  I  have  started  to  make  among  the  members  of  the  committee  I  feel  positive  that 
-we  will  be  able,  in  a  sense,  to  control  it. 

The  Judiciary  Committee  is  entirely  our  way,  and  at  an  interview  I  had  with  Mr. 
Emery  this  morning  I  differed  with  him  slightly,  and  from  all  present  indications, 
as  I  told  him,  I  feel  sure  that  we  will  be  able  to  hold  our  own  in  me  next  House,  and 
should  be  satisfied  with  the  committee  appointments  as  made. 

Mr.  Emery  told  me  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  over  here  last  week,  and  had  seen  Mr.  Under- 
wood, and  from  the  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Underwood  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr.  Emery, 
I  feel  satisfied  that  Mr.  Underwood  has  done  everything  he  possibly  could  to  help  us 
out.  I  think  it  is  a  very  good  indication,  as  shown,  that  none  of  our  Democratic 
friends  wanted  to  serve  upon  the  Labor  Committee.  This  is  an  entire  reversal  of  the 
situation  as  it  was  a  few  years  ago,  for  formerly  all  the  labor  agitators  wanted  to  get 
on  that  committee,  but  at  the  present,  as  Mr.  Underwood  stated,  it  was  almost  utterly 
impossible  to  get  a  man  to  serve  as  chairman  upon  that  committee.  I  acree  with  Mr. 
Emery  that  the  situation  will  need  close  watching  for  some  time,  but  I  look  for  very 
little  effort  from  our  labor  friends  at  the  present  session  of  Congress.  I  am  doing. all 
I  possibly  can  to  retain  our  old  Republican  friends  upon  the  Labor  Committee,  and  I 
had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Gardner  yesterday,  and  I  hope  that  he  and  Mr.  Vreel&nd 
will  stay  upon  it.  If  they  do,  we  will  have  a  good  fighting  force,  which  I  feel  positive 
we  shall  win  with. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say,  in  relation  to  Mr.  Undfcrwood,  that  I 
simply  met  Mr.  Underwood  in  the  lobby  on  the  House  side,  and  merely 
asked  him  that  question  about  placing  Mr.  Wilson  on  the  Labor 
Committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  what  you  said  in  this  letter  is  not  true,  "I 
had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Underwood  yesterday  morning,"  etc  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Does  that  say  I  did  not  have  an  interview  t 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  you  say  you  had  an  interview. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  I  did  and  I  am  explaining  it.  It  was  merely 
a  casual  meeting  in  the  lobby  of  the  House,  and  I  never  attempted  to 
see  Mr.  Underwood.  I  was  simply  asking  the  gentleman  for  informa*- 
tion,  and  he  gave  it  like  a  gentleman  would. 

Senator  Nelson.  Well,  here  you  state  in  this  letter: 

Mr.  Underwood  stated  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  been  appointed  by  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  to  serve  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Census,  but  at  the  request 
of  several  organizations  of  labor  he  had  withdrawn  from  that  committee  and  accepted 
the  appointment  of  chairman  of  Committee  on  Labor. 

Did  Mr.  Underwood  tell  you  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  my  best  memory,  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  you  go  on  as  follows : 

Notwithstanding  the  appointment  of  Wilson  as  chairman,  I  feel  positive  that  we  will 
be  able  to  control  the  committee,  for  Wilson  is  the  only  real  labor  appointee  upon  the 
•committee,  and  from  the  canvass  that  I  have  started  to  make  among  the  members  of 
the  committee  I  feel  positive  that  we  will  be  able,  in  a  sense,  to  control  it. 

Was  that  true  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  not  accomplished.  I  worked  as  I  said  in 
that  report. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  speak  about  the  Judiciary  Committee.  You 
say: 

The  Judiciary  Committee  is  entirely  our  way,  and  at  an  interview  I  had  with  Mr. 
Emery  this  morning  I  differed  with  him  slightly,  and  from  all  present  indications, 
ae  I  told  him,  I  feel  sure  that  we  will  be  able  to  hold  out  own  in  tne  next  House,  ana 
should  be  satisfied  with  the  committee  appointments  as  made. 
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Was  not  Mr.  Clayton,  of  Alabama,  chairman  of  that  committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  i  es,  sir.  I  found  out  I  was  entirely  wrong.  I  was 
optimistic,  and  you  will  find  that  later  reports  show  that  I  found  I 
was  too  optimistic,  and  entirely  wrong. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  simply  guessing  at  this  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  guessing  at  it  at  that  time;  yes, .sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say,  further: 

Mr.  Emery  told  me  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  over  here  last  week,  and  had  seen  Mr.  Under- 
wood, and  from  the  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Underwood  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr.  Emery,  I 
feel  satisfied  that  Mr.  Underwood  has  done  everything  he  possibly  could  to  help  us  out. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  that  Mr.  Kirby  had  protested  to  Mr. 
Underwood  against  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Wilson,  which  I  did 
myself.  My  object  in  meeting  Mr.  Underwood  was  to  protest  against 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Wilson,  because  I  thought 

Senator  Nelson.  What  about  this  statement: 

I  think  it  is  a  very  good  indication,  as  shown,  that  none  of  our  Democratic  friends 
wanted  to  serve  upon  the  Labor  Committee. 

What  is  the  basis  of  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  basis  was  strictly  correct.  The  men  on  the 
committee  before  did  not  want  to  serve. 

Senator  Nelson.  Democratic  members  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  Republicans  as  well. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all  I  care  to  ask  on  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  the  best  estimate  you  were  able  to  make 
at  that  time,  and  you  wrote  it  in  good  faith? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Afterwards,  as  the  situation  changed,  as  you  saw 
it,  you  reported  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4175  is  unimportant. 

What  is  No.  4176? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  letter  from  me  to  Mr.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

What  is  4177,  4178? 

The  Chairman.  The  first  paragraph  is  personal. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  a  letter  I  wrote  to 
Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  notice  this  paragraph: 

Senator  Murray  Crane  is  the  new  leader  of  the  Senate,  largely  taking  Mr.  Aldrich's 
place,  and,  of  course,  we  are  anxious  to  please  him.  Mr.  Crane  is  greatly  interested 
in  the  fight  which  will  take  place  in  Massachusetts  this  coming  summer,  and  they 
will  make  a  strong  effort  in  that  State  to  defeat  the  present  Democratic  governor, 
Mr.  Foss;  so  any  favors  which  can  be  extended  to  the  two  Massachusetts  Senators 
will  be  greatly  appreciated,  and  I  think  there  is  a  good  chance  there,  by  a  little  good 
work,  to  strengthen  our  position  in  the  present  Congress. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  my  mission  to  Massachusetts,  for  that 
purpose. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4179  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  the  following  extract  from  that  letter: 

I  have  made  several  visits  to  Washington  in  the  past  month  and  on  each  occasion 
that  I  could  find  Mr.  Emery  I  have  been  imparting  to  him  any  information  I  have 
picked  up.  I  did  report  to  the  Washington  office  last  Monday  and  again  on  Tuesday 
morning  and  found  Mr.  Emery  there  on  Tuesday  morning,  and  he  and  I  talked  ovei 
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the  situation  here.  Mr.  Emery  left  here  on  Tuesday  evening,  and  on  each  morning 
since  then  I  have  been  calling  at  the  Washington  office,  but  from  the  information  that 
I  am  able  to  pick  up  I  am  under  the  impression  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legisla- 
tion at  this  short  session  that  will  require  very  much  of  Mr.  Emery's  or  my  attention. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  this  letter  just  read  you  say,  referring  to 
Mr.  Wilson,  the  new  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor: 

I  had  a  long  and  pleasant  interview  with  the  new  chairman,  and  he  positively  stated 
that  there  would  be  no  labor  legislation  at  this  session  unless  another  caucus  was  held 
by  the  Democratic  members  and  a  different  program  arranged. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  strictly  correct. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  did  have  such  a  talk  with  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  I  sat  down  and  had  a  pleasant  talk  with  him. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  he  gave  you  that  assurance  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  I  believe  he  did ;  because  he  gave  me  to  under- 
stand that  there  would  be  no  committees  organized,  and  that  he 
would  not  organize  any  subcommittees,  which  they  did  under  the 
Gardner  administration. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  came  it  that  you,  who  were  opposing  labor 
legislation,  were  in  close  touch  with  Mr.  Wilson,  a  labor  man  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  went  into  Mr.  Wilson's  office  to  pick  up  information 
or  make  requests  for  hearings,  and  such  like,  and  that  is  how  I  knew 
Mr.  Wilson. 

Senator  Walsh.  4180,  4181  is  a  duplicate  of  4177,  4178. 

No.  4182  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4183  is  one  of  the  accounts  you  transmitted? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  receipts  and  payments  were  made  as  therein 
stated  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4184  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  is 
it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  about  seeds  and  the  Congressional 
Directory,  etc. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  that  he  has  made  application  for  10  copies 
of  the  Congressional  Directory  and  will  double  that  number. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4185  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir.  There  were  not 
10.  There  were  always  copies  going  out — I  mean  to  any  active 
member  of  the  organization  that  wanted  one. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4186  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  reads  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Colonel  Mulhall:  Your  two  lettere  of  Arpil  6th  are  duly  received,  and 
I  note  your  continued  activity  in  the  Washington  work,  particularly  your  detailed 
information  in  reference  to  committees. 

I  refrain  from  making  any  explanation  in  reference  to  Senator  Murray  Crane's 
request  or  Mr.  D wight's  until  I  nave  had  the  opportunity  of  conferring  with  Mr. 
Emery.  I  am  not,  of  course,  in  a  position  to  judge  what  he  has  outlined  for  you  or 
what  you  are  doing  for  him,  and  inasmuch  as  you  are  now  attached  to  his  office  it 
would  seem  inadvisable  for  me  even  to  make  an  expression.  Therefore  I  place  the 
matter  in  your  hands  to  consult  with  Mr.  Emery  in  reference  to  it,  and  I  feel  confident 
that  he  will  appreciate  your  desire  for  active  work. 
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What  is  No.  4187? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote 
to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

I  am  very  glad  to  report  that  all  the  committees  are  now  made  up  and  all  the  old 
members  of  the  Republican  Party  that  were  on  the  Labor  Committee  have  remained 
on  it.  I  had  quite  a  job  to  pereuade  Mr.  Gardner  and  others  to  do  so,  but  finally  won 
out.  I  am  very  much  encouraged  since  we  have  accomplished  this  fact,  for  I  am 
almost  positive  that  when  it  will  come  to  a  vote  on  labor  measures  in  that  committee 
that  we  will  have  at  least  2  majority  of  its  members. 

There  are  a  number  of  documents  that  I  will  send  out  from  here  to-day  and  to- 
morrow— some  of  them  to  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  in  one  of  the  former  letters  here  you 
stated  that  most  of  the  old  members  refused  to  serve  on  the  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  now  say  that  you  succeeded  in  inducing 
these  old  Republican  members  to  serve.  Was  it  largely  through  your 
efforts  that  they  were  induced  to  serve  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  it  had  not  been  for  your  efforts  they  would  not 
have  gone  on  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  say  that  wholly,  but  I  asked  Mr.  Gardner 
to  be  active  on  those  lines,  and  Mr.  Gardner  was. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4188? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  letter  sent  from  Mr.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  letter. 

The  chairman  of  our  committee  on  immigration  is  now  engaged  in  preparing  his  report 
and  desires  to  know  what  legislation,  if  any,  in  regard  to  this  subject  has  been  enacted 
by  Congress  within  the  past  year.  Please  procure  copies  of  any  laws  which  may 
have  been  passed  on  this  subject  during  that  period  and  send  same  to  this  office  in 
order  to  expedite  Mr.  Hall's  work. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4189  is  another  account  you  rendered,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  states  correctly  your  receipts  and  expenditures, 
does  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  4190,  4191  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Stone? 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  It  is  a  Baltimore  matter;  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Stone. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4192  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I 
sent  to  Hon.  James  S.  Sherman. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

For  the  past  two  months  I  have  made  frequent  trips  to  the  western  part  of  New 
York  State,  giving  a  good  deal  of  time  to  Erie  County.  Since  I  have  returned  to 
Washington  I  have  been  anxious  to  have  an  interview  with  you,  so  if  you  can  confer 
the  great  favor  of  giving  me  an  interview  outside  of  your  office  at  the  Capitol,  I  shall 
consider  it  a  great  favor.  I  think  I  can  be  of  service  to  yourself  and  leaders  of  the 
party  in  New  York  State,  so  hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  being  granted  the  inter* 
view    *    *    *. 

Why  did  you  want  to  have  it  outside  his  office? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  His  office  was  generally  crowded.    There  is  only 
one  room  to  it. 
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Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4193? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  or  part 
of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  reads  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  Your  letter  of  recent  date  has  been  received  and  carefully 
read,  and  after  receiving  it,  as  I  have  stated  before,  I  consulted  with  Mr.  Emery  about 
getting  away  from  Washington  to  do  some  work  in  other  cities.  I  also  had  a  talk  with 
Mr.  Kirby  when  he  was  over  here  and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  best  to 
remain  here  at  the  present  time.  Mr.  Emery  advises  that  it  would  be  best  not  to 
leave  Washington  until  we  have  the  situation  more  fully  in  hand,  because  there  have 
been  numerous  labor  measures  introduced  in  the  House  and  Senate  the  past  two 
weeks.  We  thought  it  best  for  me  to  remain  here  until  the  House  committees  were 
fully  organized,  to  see  what  they  would  do  with  those  bills.  There  have  been  very 
few  committees  that  have  been  appointed  that  as  yet  have  been  called  together  for 
organization.  I  have  informed  Mr.  Emery  that  I  have  made  a  complete  canvass  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  also  the  Judicial  Committee,  and  since  1  wrote  you  last 
I  have  had  several  interviews  with  leading  Members  of  both  House  and  Senate, 
and  from  the  best  information  I  can  get  there  will  be  no  labor  legislation  at  this 
session.    *    ♦    * 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  omitted  from  that  letter  ?  I  suppose  you 
have  it  before  you  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  He  said  it  was  a  fragment  of  a  letter. 

What  is  No.  4194? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4195? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Charles  M.  Jarvis. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  21,  1911. 
Mr.  Charles  M.  Jarvis, 

American  Hardware  Corporation,  New  Britain,  Conn. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Jarvis:  This  letter  will  introduce  to  you  Mr.  J.  M.  Murphy,  who  is 
an  electro  engineer  and  a  large  contractor.  Mr.  Murphy  is  the  man  who  did  aU  the 
electro  work  upon  the  Baltimore  tunnels  for  the  B.  &  O.  railroads  in  Baltimore  city, 
and  he  is  well  Known  as  an  electrician  throughout  the  United  States.  He  is  a  warm 
personal  friend  of  Congressman  James  T.  McDermott  of  the  fourth  Illinois  district, 
who  is  a  very  warm  friend  of  ours  in  Congress,  and  has  been  for  the  past  two  sessions, 
and  I  myself  am  a  great  admirer  of  Mr.  McDermott,  on  account  of  his  political  ability, 
so  for  that  reason  any  favor  you  can  confer  upon  Mr.  Murphy  while  he  is  in  Connecticut 
will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  at  the  convention  in  New  York  City  next 
month,  believe  me  to  be, 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  , 

611  Union  Trust  Building. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  is  this  Mr.  Jarvis  of  the  American  Hardware 
Corporation,  to  whom  you  wrote  this  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  director  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  at  this  particular  time  giving  a  letter 
of  introduction  to  Mr.  Murphy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Murphy  and  Mr.  McDermott  were  at  that  time 
constructing  a  flying  machine. 

Senator  Keed.  Where  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  Connecticut.  They  wanted  letters  of  introduc- 
tion to  the  business  people  in  that  State,  and  I  not  being  very  well 
Sosted,  I  wrote  for  Mr.  McDermott,  to  Mr.  Bird,  a  letter  of  intro- 
uction,  which  he  carried  to  New  York,  and  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Jarvis 
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for  Mr.  Murphy.  I  understood  they  worked  on  that  machine  for 
quite  a  while  and  left  about  $10,000  worth  of  debts  down  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Mr.  McMichael  interested  in  that  flying  ma- 
chine ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  he  had  some  money  invested,  according  to 
o  statement 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4196  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote 
to  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  that  bill  mentioned  in  that  letter  ?  You 
say: 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  short  letter  a  copy  of  bill  introduced  by 
Congressman  Lloyd. 

Do  you  recollect  what  that  bill  was  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  Lloyd  bill  allowing  the  railway  mail 
clerks  to  organize. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all  I  care  to  ask  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  what  the  letter  was,  a  copy  of 
which  was  sent  out  by  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General  Stewart  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Copy  of  the  report  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No.     It  reads  this  way: 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  short  letter  a  copy  of  bill  introduced  by 
Congressman  Lloyd,  of  the  first  Missouri  district,  at  the  session  yesterday;  also  a  copy 
of  letter  sent  out  by  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General  Stewart  and  a  copy  of  a 
report  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Bird  in  this  mail. 

Do  you  remember  what  that  letter  of  Mr.  Stewart's  was  about  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  a  letter  that  I  think  the  labor  organizations 
protested  against. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  whether  that  was  his  letter  in 
which  he  practically  forbade  the  employees  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment to  organize  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4197? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination  of  letter).  A  letter  from  Hon. 
James  S.  Sherman. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  reads  as  follows : 

My  Dear  Mr.  Mulhall:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  kind  favor  of  the  20th  inst.,  and 
beg  to  say  that  I  shall  be  glad  to  see  you  any  day  at  the  Capitol. 

I  shall  be  away  Monday  and  Tuesday,  but  will  be  here  to-morrow  morning  and 
after  Tuesday.  I  think  we  can  arrange  matters  so  that  we  can  have  a  quiet  little 
talk  here. 

What  is  No.  4198? 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot. 
Senator  Walsh.  4199,  4204  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote 
Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  I  will  read  this: 

At  the  opening  of  the  House  yesterday  one  of  the  most  vicious  labor  bills  that  has 
been  offered  for  a  number  of  years  was  introduced  by  Mr.  James  T.  Lloyd,  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  Member  from  the  first  Missouri  district.  If  this  bill 
becomes  a  law,  it  would  force  every  employee  of  the  Government  that  is  under  civil- 
service  rules  to  become  active  members  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  or,  in 
other  words,  it  would  give  the  organizers  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  carte 
blanche  to  enter  every  Government  building  throughout  the  United  States  and  «bxs>Vl 
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the  employees  therein  ^nto  labor  organizations.  When  the  bill  was  introduced  it  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service  Reform,  whose  chairman  is  Hannibal  L. 
Godwin,  and  two  hours  after  its  introduction  Mr.  Godwin  called  this  committee 
together  and  gave  to  Samuel  Gompers,  the  president  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor,  and  Frank  Morrison,  its  secretary,  a  hearing  upon  this  bill.  At  this  hearing 
Mr.  Gompers  in  the  most  emphatic  language  protested  against  a  letter  sent  by  the 
Second  Assistant  Postmastef  General,  Stewart,  to  Mr.  Alex.  Grant,  general  superin- 
tendent Division  of  Railway  Mail  Service.  The  letter  sent  out  by  General  Stewart 
to  the  division  superintendents  of  the  Railway  Mail  Service  forbid  the  members  of 
the  Railway  Mail  Service  from  joining  secret  labor  organizations,  or,  in  other  words, 
from  becoming  members  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  The  chairman  oi 
the  committee  at  the  hearing  told  Mr.  Gompers  that  they  would  make  a  thorough 
investigation  of  General  Stewart's  order,  and  Chairman  Godwin  appointed  a  subcom- 
mittee to  carry  out  this  investigation.  In  the  early  part  of  the  morning,  while  in 
the  House  Office  Building,  I  was  informed  by  Congressman  James  T.  McDermott,  of 
the  fourth  Illinois  district,  about  this  bill  and  the  hearing  that  was  going  to  be  granted 
thereon.  Mr.  McDermott  gave  me  to  understand  that  it  was  a  prearranged  affair;  or, 
in  other  words,  Congressman  James  T.  Lloyd,  chairman  of  the  Democratic  national 
committee,  was  paying  a  debt  to  Samuel  Gompers,  president  of  the  American  Federa- 
tion of  Labor,  for  the  work  Gompers  claims  he  did  in  the  campaign  of  1910.  I  was 
told  by  other  Members  of  the  House  also  that  this  is  one  of  the  things  that  was  demanded 
from  the  Democratic  Congress  and  its  executive  board  in  the  last  campaign,  to  union- 
ize the  Government  employees.  At  3.30  p.  m.  I  called  on  the  chairman  of  the  Civil 
Service  Reform  Committee,  Mr.  Godwin,  just  as  his  committee  had  adjourned  their 
hearing,  and  I  told  Mr.  Godwin  that  the  two  hundred  organizations  of  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  including  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
strongly  protested  against  the  passage  of  this  measure,  and  they  would  like  fair  treat- 
ment from  his  committee,  and  I  demanded  we  should  be  given  a  hearing  upon  this 
bill  before  it  was  reported  out  of  committee.  Mr.  Godwin  agreed  to  notify  the  Wash- 
ington office  three  days  before  he  would  have  another  hearing  and  that  he  would  not 
report  the  bill  until  we  could  be  fully  heard  upon  this  measure.  I  clearly  showed  to 
Mr.  Godwin  the  nature  of  this  bill,  that  it  would  make  all  Government  offices  closed 
shops,  and  if  this  bill  became  a  law  that  Samuel  Gompers,  president  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  would  have  more  power  over  the  Government  employees  than 
would  the  President  of  the  United  States.  After  leaving  Mr.  Godwin  I  called  at  Com- 
mittee Room  on  Accounts  and  sent  my  card  in  to  Mr.  Lloyd.  Mr.  Lloyd  sent  out  word 
that  he  would  meet  me  on  Friday  morning  at  11  o'clock,  as  he  was  very  busily  engaged 
at  the  present  time,  making  it  impossible  for  him  to  see  me.  There  was  a  large  crowd 
of  office  seekers  in  Mr.  Lloyd's  office  when  I  called.  As  chairman  of  the  national 
committee  he  has  charge  of  the  patronage  of  the  Democratic  House,  and  at  the  present 
time  is  a  very  busy  man.  At  this  11a.m.  I  called  at  Mr.  Lloyd's  office  and  found  him 
there,  and  he  granted  me  a  hearing.  I  told  Mr.  Lloyd  I  was  representing  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  and  two  hundred  other  organizations  and  that  I  wished 
to  protest  against  House  bill  5970,  introduced  yesterday  by  him,  and  which  Mr.  Gom- 
pers had  a  hearing  before  Civil  Service  Reform  Committee  yesterday  afternoon.  He 
wanted  to  know  why  and  what  my  objections  to  the  bill  were.  I  stated  in  the  first 
place  it  would  add  to  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  over  three  hundred  thousand 
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dition  of  the  Public  Printing  Office  and  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing,  and 
clearly  showed  him  that  it  was  impossible,  out  of  the  seven  thousand  five  hundred 
employees  of  these  two  offices,  for  a  nonunion  man  to  get  employment  therein;  that 
if  one  did  pass  the  civil-service  examination  that  the  shop  committee  of  those  offices 
would  have  him  discharged  before  he  was  in  the  Government  employ  for  a  week  unless 
he  held  a  union  card,  and  at  the  present  time  that  Mr.  Gompers  had  more  to  say  in 
those  offices  than  any  Senator  or  Congressman  had.  Besides  this,  I  showed  Mr.  Lloyd 
that  in  the  printers'  strike  of  1905-6  tnat  the  employees  of  those  two  offices  were  taxed 
10 <&  of  their  wages  and  furnished  to  Mr.  James  Lynch,  the  president  of  the  printers1 
union,  about  fifteen  thousand  dollars  ($15,000)  per  month  to  carry  on  that  strike,  and 
if  this  bill  became  a  law  Gompers  would  have  three  hundred  thousand  employees  to 
fall  back  on  instead  of  seven  thousand  five  hundred,  and,  besides  this,  it  would  make 
a  closed  shop  of  every  Government  office  throughout  the  United  States,  and  this  was 
entirely  unfair  to  the  nonunion  workmen,  of  which  there  were  93%,  for  organized 
*"  >wer  claimed  to  have  but  7%of  the  working  people  of  the  United  States  organ- 
l  also  told  Mr.  Lloyd  that  every  fair-minaed  manufacturer  in  the  country 
*'  it  against  this  bill.    He  stated  he  introduced  the  bill  first  by  request — 
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this  would  go  to  show  that  what  was  told  by  Mr.  McDermott  was  a  fact — but  now  that 
he  had  agreed  to  father  the  bill  and  would  do  his  best  for  its  passage.  He  admitted 
that  under  this  bill  all  employees  of  the  Government  could  be  forced  into  labor  unions, 
but  he  stated  he  did  not  see  any  harm  therein,  for  he  was  of  the  opinion  that  if  the 
Government  employees  were  in  labor  unions  they  would  be  better  off  and  that  this 
would  give  them  the  right  to  protest  to  their  Congressmen  when  they  did  not  get  fair 
treatment  from  such  men  as  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General  Joseph  Stewart. 
I  closed  my  interview  with  Mr.  Lloyd,  stating  that  we  would  fight  this  bill  from  hell 
to  breakfast  and  that  he  would  commence  to  hear  from  our  side  of  the  question  at 
once.  From  the  information  I  have  got,  they  will  try  to  force  this  bill  through  the 
House  and  get  the  insurgents  of  the  Senate  side  to  pass  it  through  the  Senate,  for  Senator 
La  Follette  offered  a  resolution  in  the  Senate  almost  identical  with  Lloyd's  bill. 

I  am  sending  this  report  to  you  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  so  that  you  might 
take  action  on  it  at  once,  for  before  I  left  Lloyd  I  told  him  this  bill  would  be  more 
objectionable  than  anv  eight-hour  bill  or  injunction  bill  that  they  might  offer,  and  I 
feel  this  is  the  case,  for  if  this  bill  does  become  a  law  it  would  place  in  Samuel  Gompers^ 
hands  at  least  a  million  and  a  half  dollars  of  additional  revenue  each  year  to  carry  on 
his  campaigns. 

(Thereupon,  at  1.30  o'clock  p.  m.,  a  recess  was  taken  until  3  o'clock 
p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON    SESSION. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at 
3  o'clock  p.  m. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  here  a  couple  of  newspaper 
clippings.  One  is  from  an  Indianapolis  paper,  the  name  of  whicn  I 
can  not  give  because  it  is  not  on  the  clipping,  but  the  article  bears  a 
date  line  "  Washington,  D.  C,  July  25."  It  is  in  regard  to  the  outrage 
being  perpetrated  upon  Mr.  Watson  in  not  permitting  him  to  testify. 

Along  with  that  is  an  editorial  from  the  Indianapolis  Star.  I 
presume  that  is  the  paper  that  published  the  first  article. 

The  import  of  this  article  is  that  the  committee  has  denied  to  Mr. 
Watson  a  hearing,  and  that  various  Senators  have  expressed  them- 
selves to  the  effect  that  the  committee  is  perpetrating  some  great 
wrong  against  Mr.  Watson.  The  paper  states  that  Mr.  Watson  was 
here  and  demanded  the  right  to  be  heard,  and  that  when  he  left  the 
room  he  said:  "It  is  simply  an  outrage.  The  committee  has  allowed 
this  fellow  Mulhall  to  say  anything  he  wanted  to  say  about  me,  and 
I  am  denied  an  opportunity  to  reply.  It  is  unprecedented  and 
outrageous." 

My  understanding  has  been  that  when  we  obtained  the  information 
about  the  Mulhall  letters — that  is,  the  information  that  they  were 
public — and  read  the  first  account,  the  chairman  of  this  committee 
summoned  all  parties  therein  named  who  seemed  to  be  in  interest, 
and  that  of  course  we  placed  Col.  Mulhall  on  the  stand  as  the  first 
witness  because  that  was  the  logical  order;  and  that  at  that  time  the 
committee  all  hoped — at  least,  I  did — that  the  examination  of  Col. 
Mulhall  would  have  been  completed  long  before  this. 

When  Mr.  Watson  appeared  here  the  other  day  the  letters  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Watson  were  not  all  in  evidence,  and  up  to  this  moment  the 
correspondence  is  not  complete.  I  have  not  seen  how  Mr.  Watson 
could  well  testify  until  those  letters  were  in. 

I  had  understood  that  Mr.  Watson  had  written  to  the  chairman  a 
letter,  the  general  tenor  of  which  was  that  he  was  being  held  here  at 
great  loss  to  himself,  and  that  he  practically  demanded  a  hearing  at 
that  particular  time,  or  at  a  very  near  date ;  or,  as  I  understand  the 
letter — I  do  not  want  to  misquote  it,  and  I  have  not  it  before  me — 
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that  if  he  was  not  permitted  to  testify  then  he  did  not  desire  to  wait 
longer. 

The  Chairman.  We  had  better  have  the  letter  read. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Thereupon  the  chairman  wrote  him, 
telling  him  that  he  did  not  have  to  remain  under  supbcena  unless  he 
wanted  to,  but  that  the  attitude  of  the  committee  nad  all  the  time 
been,  and  was,  that  as  soon  as  Col.  Mulhall  had  concluded  his  testi- 
mony Mr.  Watson  could  take  the  stand  if  he  wanted  to.  At  least, 
that  has  been  my  understanding. 

I  am  calling  attention  to  this  because  I  do  not  think  that  the 
committee  ouriit  to  be  misrepresented  in  regard  to  its  attitude,  and 
because  I  think  the  public  are  entitled  to  know  exactly  what  the  facts 
are. 

The  Chairman.  We  had  better  put  the  entire  correspondence  in 
the  record.     I  will  read  first  this  letter  from  Mr.  Watson: 

The  Willard, 
Washington,  B.C.,  July  21,  19  IS. 
Hon.  Lee  S.  Overman, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

If  My  Dear  Senator:  I  reached  this  city  two  weeks  ago  to-day,  having  been  sub- 

Eoenaed  by  your  committee  to  appear  at  that  time.  I  canceled  a  large  number  of 
hau  tan  qua  dates  in  order  to  be  nere  this  month,  and  this  loss,  together  with  the 
amount  of  money  I  am  spending  for  living  here,  will  cause  me  to  be  out  about  $3,000 
this  month. 

It  now  appears  that  Mulhall  will  be  on  the  stand  for  some  time  to  come,  and  I  do 
not  want  to  miss  my  Chautauqua  engagements  for  August,  and  thus  necessitate  an 
additional  heavv  loss. 

It  is  not  desirable  to  be  out  in  the  far  Western  or  Northwestern  States  and  be  com- 
pelled to  leave  to  come  on  to  Washington,  and  I  want  to  personally  request  you  to 
let  me  go  on  the  stand  at  once  and  give  whatever  testimony  you  may  seek  to  elicit 
and  let  me  get  away. 

I  know  that  you  do  not  desire  to  cause  any  one  citizen  so  much  loss  of  both  time 
and  money,  and  I  think  that  you  might  grant  me  this  favor  without  seriously  dis- 
turbing the  order  of  your  testimony. 

Mulhall,  I  am  told,  will  be  through  with  whatever  he  has  to  say  about  the  Indiana 
situation  and  about  me  personally  by  to-morrow  evening,  and  in  view  of  the  very 
heavy  loss  that  is  being  entailed  upon  me  I  think  it  but  fair  that  you  should  permit 
me  to  testify  and  get  away. 

I  can  not  be  excused  to  go  on  the  Chautauqua  platform  to  anv  advantage,  because 
I  would  no  sooner  than  get  started  until  I  should  be  compelled  to  leave  and  return 
to  Washington,  and  thus  upset  my  entire  program. 

The  Chautauqua  Association,  under  whose  auspices  I  lecture,  is  much  put  out  by 
cancellations,  and  while  I  know  full  well  that  these  things  must  be  set  aside,  yet  I 
do  not  believe  that  in  all  fairness  you  should  ask  me  to  suffer  so  much  loss  to  be  here 
when  nobody  else  is  losing  at  all,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Please  think  this  over  and  deal  as  fairly  with  me  as  you  would  expect  me  to  deal 
with  you  under  like  conditions. 

With  sincere  regards,  1  am,  very  truly,  yours, 

James  E.  Watson. 

To  that  the  chairman  replied  as  follows : 

July  23,  1913. 
Hon.  James  E.  Watson, 

The  Willard,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  of  yesterday,  requesting  that  your  testimony  be  taken 
before  the  examination  of  Mr.  Mulhall  is  concluded,  is  received. 

Your  request  has  been  submitted  to  the  committee,  and  after  full  consideration,  it 
has  been  decided  to  release  you  from  our  subpoena  and  further  attendance  before  the 
committee. 

When  the  examination  of  Mr.  Mulhall  shall  have  been  concluded,  if  you  desire  at 
anv  time  during  its  sessions  to  appear  before  the  committee  to  make  a  statement  in 
relation  to  any  of  the  matters  concerning  you,  about  which  he  has  testified,  or  with 
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respect  to  any  of  the  statements  which  are  contained  in  the  correspondence  which  has 
been  introduced  in  evidence,  the  committee  will  be  glad  to  give  you  a  hearing  at  such 
time  as  may  best  suit  your  convenience. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Lee  S.  Overman, 

Chairman. 

The  reply  to  that  letter  was  as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  24,  1913. 
Hon.  Lee  S.  Overman, 

United  States  Senate,  City. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  beg  leave  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  esteemed  favor 
of  recent  date,  in  which  you  notify  me  that  "after  full  consideration  it  has  been  de- 
cided to  release  you  from  our  subpoena  and  from  further  attendance  before  the  com- 
mittee," and  in  wliich  you  further  state  that,  if  I  so  desire,  I  may  have  the  privilege 
of  making  any  statements  to  the  committee  by  voluntarily  appearing  "at  such  time  as 
may  best  suit  your  convenience." 

Permit  me  to  say  in  reply  that  I  have  been  in  Washington  16  days  waiting  for  an  op- 
portunity to  be  called  to  testify  before  your  committee,  and  that  it  will  "best  suit 
my  convenience  "  to  appear  at  once  and  answer  the  statements  set  forth  in  regard  to 
me  in  Mulhall's  letters  and  also  to  respond  to  such  questions  as  the  committee  may 
see  fit  to  ask  touching  the  entire  correspondence  having  reference  to  myself. 

My  release  by  the  committee  drives  me  to  one  of  two  inevitable  conclusions:  First, 
that  Mulhall's  uncorroborated  evidence  is  of  such  a  character  that  no  substantial 
charge  against  me  can  be  based  upon  it:  or,  second,  that  it  is  deemed  desirable  in 
certain  quarters  to  have  his  evidence  go  before  the  country  uncontradicted  and,  in 
either  event,  in  justice  to  myself,  not  knowing  the  committee's  purposes,  I  shall 
insist  on  taking  advantage  of  the  opportunity  to  voluntarily  appear  before  your 
committee,  and  I  shall  consider  myself  favored  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  do  so  without 
further  delay. 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  James  E.  Watson. 

He  called  on  me  soon  after  he  wrote  that  letter,  and  I  told  him  we 
would  hear  him  at  any  time  he  would  come,  after  Mr.  Mulhall  had 
finished,  and  that  we  would  show  him  every  courtesy  possible.  I 
told  him  that  we  would  not  stop  the  examination  of  Mr.  Mulhall  to 
hear  him  or  anybody  else.  Of  course  we  have  made  exceptions  i  \ 
the  case  of  Senators  while  Mr.  Mulhall  was  being  examined;  we  have 
allowed  Senators  to  come  in,  as  a  courtesy  to  them. 

I  told  Mr.  Watson  that  after  Mulhall  was  through  making  his 
statement  we  would  be  glad  to  hear  him,  at  any  time  he  came  here, 
but  that  we  would  not  examine  him,  or  the  other  witnesses  we  have 
subpoenaed,  until  after  Mulhall  got  through. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  make  a  statement  in  regard 
to  the  letters  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  were  telephoned  to  late  Saturday  afternoon, 
after  all  the  counsel  had  gone  home,  requesting  the  production  at  the 
Capitol  of  the  letters  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
which  have  been  produced  here  in  Washington,  and  which  are  at  a 
room  in  the  Willard.  Nothing  was  done  about  it  until  we  returned 
this  morning.  Those  letters  are  now  en  route  to  the  Capitol.  They 
cover  all  the  correspondence  of  the  association,  not  only  touching 
political  matters,  but  every  one  of  the  activities  of  the  association. 

Those  letters  are  all  indexed,  and  there  is  a  file  clerk,  a  young  lady, 
with  them.  May  we  respectfully  request  that  when  these  letters  are 
examined,  they  be  examined  with  the  assistance  of  the  file  clerk,  so 
that  they  may  be  returned  to  their  proper  files?  It  would  be  a 
calamity  to  have  that  correspondence  mixed  up.  This  young  lady 
will  be  at  the  service  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  she  now  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  She  is  coming  up  with  the  document*. 
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There  is  one  thing  more.  I  said  this  included  all  the  letters.  That 
is  literally  true,  except  that  there  is  in  my  personal  custody  one 
small  package  of  letters  which  I  had  hoped  to  use  in  connection  with 
the  cross-examination  of  Col.  Mulhall.  After  I  am  through  with  them 
for  that  purpose,  I  will  surrender  them  to  the  committee.  I  did  not 
want  you  to  think  we  were  saving  out  anything,  except  for  that  one 
purpose.  I  will  say  that  that  is  a  very  small  percentage  of  the  letters, 
and  I  will  personally  see  that  you  get  them  after  the  examination  of 
Col.  Mulhall  is  over. 

Mr.  R alstox.  Does  this  correspondence  include  the  correspond- 
ence of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  McCabteb.  As  I  understand,  it  includes  everything  there  is  in 
our  possession 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  have  kept  from  the  com- 
mittee letters  that  they  ought  to  have,  to  use  them  ior  the  purpose  of 
cross-examining  Col.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  McCabteb.  Xo,  sir;  I  have  no  objection  to  the  committee 
asing  them.  I  simply  wanted  to  have  them  convenient  for  use  in 
the  cross-examination  of  Col.  Mulhall.  I  will  show  them  to  the  com- 
mittee any  time  they  want  to  see  them.  The  only  point  was  that  I 
wanted  to  be  able  to  use  them  to-morrow,  or  at  any  time  that  Col. 
Mulhall  is  cross-examined.  The  number  of  these  letters  is  very 
small;  I  do  not  suppose  there  are  more  than  15  or  20  of  them.  They 
are  in  my  possession  up  at  the  University  Club. 

Senator  Kbed.  I  think  they  ought  to  be  turned  over  to  the  com- 
mittee, and  we  can  turn  them  bacE  to  the  counsel. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  do  that;  just  so  that  when 
I  do  cross-examine  Mr.  Mulhall  I  may  have  them  at  hand,  and  that 
thay  may  not  be  over  at  some  room  in  the  Senate  Office  Building. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  try  to  have  every  letter  that  we  have  in 
our  possession,  from  everybody,  here  to  use  on  the  cross-examination, 
or  whenever  they  are  wanted. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  These  letters  that  we  are  sending  up  here  are 
thousands  in  number,  I  think  50,000,  and  you  can  understand  that 
we  would  not  want  to  be  compelled  to  search  among  that  great 
number  for  the  purpose  of  cross-examining;  but  I  will  deliver  them  to 
the  committee  if  the  committee  desires  them.  They  will  be  kept  in 
a  little  box  to  preserve  them,  so  that  when  I  need  tnem  I  may  nave 
access  to  them. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  we  proceed,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  stated 
that  if  Mr.  Watson  at  any  time  stated  to  the  committee  anything  like 
what  the  newspaper  accounts  say  he  did,  it  must  have  been  at  some 
time  when  I  was  not  present,  and  I  think  I  have  been  present  con- 
tinuously at  the  sessions  of  the  committee.  Nothing  of  tne  kind  ever 
transpired  while  I  was  here. 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  that  was  the  dream  of  some  newspaper 
man. 

Senator  Reed.  Then,  we  may  expect  those  letters  at  some  time 
to-day,  Mr.  McCarter? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes;  I  will  send  for  them  right  away  if  you  desire 
me  to. 

Senator  Reed.  We  can  have  them,  then,  by  5  o'clock,  when  we 
adjourn  ? 

Mr.  McCabteb.  Oh,  yes. 
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TESTIMONY  OF  MAETIN  MICHAEL  HUXHALL— Continued, 


Senator  Reed.  Col,  Mulhall,  is  No.  4205  a  copy  of  an  account  you 
rendered  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4206  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4207  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  better  read  that. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

My  Dear  Colonel:  I  duly  received  your  favor  of  the  20th  inst.,  relative  to  the 
patronage-gobble-up  by  Mr.  Wilson,  and  the  facts  as  you  have  given  them  will  appear 
in  next  week's  Montgomery  County  Reporter  as  coming  from  "our  Washington 
correspondent. ' ' 

I  also  received,  Saturday,  your  letter  of  the  21st  with  copy  of  your  ivport  to  Mr. 
Bird  on  the  bill  to  unionize  the  R.  R.  mail  clerks.  I  also  received  yesterday  a  special 
delivery  letter  from  Mr.  Emery  on  the  same  subject  and  wired  him  a  night  letter  with 
respect  thereto.  So  the  matter  is  "upon  the  calendar"  and  receiving  our  attention. 
My  God!  What  next!  This  bill  certainly  takes  the  cake,  and  it  shows  what  little 
dependence  can  be  placed  in  caucus  slates. 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  say  to  the  committee  that  I  have  received 
a  personal  request  from  Mr.  Watson  that  he  be  examined  at  some 
time  not  later  than  Monday  or  Saturday.  I  do  not  know  how  long 
Mr.  Mulhall  is  going  to  be  on  the  stand  on  cross-examination,  and  I 
should  like  to  have  some  expression  of  opinion  from  the  committee 
as  to  when  we  can  hear  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  were  going  to  conduct  this 
examination  according  to  my  ideas  of  the  way  it  ought  to  be  con- 
ducted— I  am  speaking  onlv  for  myself  now — we  would  not  put  Mr. 
Watson  on  until  there  liad  been  many  other  witnesses  examined;  but 
out  of  consideration  for  him  I  am  entirely  willing  that  he  may  take 
the  stand  immediately  when  Col.  Mulhaft's  testimony  is  concluded. 
We  all  know  that  we  are  trying  to  get  through  with  him  as  soon  as 
we  can.  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  state  when  we  shall  be  through 
with  him,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  conceded  to  gentlemen 
here  the  right  to  ask  a  large  number  of  questions  on  cross-exami- 
nation. 

The  Chairman.  When  I  bade  Mr.  Watson  goodbye,  I  told  him 
that  I  would  notify  some  of  his  friends  here,  who  would  probably 
know  his  address,  when  we  were  about  finishing  Mr.  MulhalVs  cross- 
examination,  so  that  they  could  notify  him  when  he  could  come,  and 
we  would  hear  him  immediately  afterwards;  that  my  idea  was  to 
allow  him  to  appear  as  the  first  witness  after  Col.  Mulhall,  if  he 
wants  to  come.  But  it  is  impossible  for  the  committee  to  state 
when  this  examination  of  Col.  Mulhall  is  going  to  be  concluded.  I 
should  think  of  course  we  could  hear  him  on  Wednesday  of  next  week. 

Senator  Reed.  If  we  are  not  called  away  from  here  to  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  very  frequently,  that  is  one  thing.  If  we  have  to  go  up 
to  attend  sessions  and  answer  rolls  calls,  that  will  mean  quite  a 
different  thing.  That  is  the  matter  about  which  there  is  the  great- 
est uncertainty. 
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The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  we  can  say  anything  more  than  I 
have  said  to  him,  that  we  will  hear  him  immediately  after  we  get 
through  with  Mr.  Mulhall's  direct  testimony  and  cross-examination. 
If  he  will  tell  his  friends  to  keep  in  touch  with  him,  so  that  they  may 
telegraph  him  when  we  can  hear  him,  that  is  all  that  can  be  done. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  No.  4208. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  seems  to  consist  only  of  several  newspaper 
clippings. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  to  be  a  newspaper  clipping  announcing 
the  election  of  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  succeed  J.  W.  van  Cleave  in  the 
presidency  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association.  I  do  not  see 
any  use  in  identifying  it,  or  doing  anvthing  further  with  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  several  newspaper  clippings. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  several  of  them  here.  They  are  merely 
newspaper  clippings.  I  want  to  read  one  part,  because  it  appears  to 
relate  to  my  own  State.  It  is  from  the  Globe-Democrat  of  April  24, 
1909.  That  is  the  pencil  memorandum,  and  I  assume  that  is  correct. 
It  says : 

Ferdinand  C.  Schwedtman  was  elected  president  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Associa- 
tion of  St.  Louis  at  the  meeting  of  the  new  board  of  directors  at  the  Mercantile  Club 
yesterday  afternoon.  He  s-  cceeds  J.  \V.  Van  Cleave,  who  refused  to  run  again  for 
the  presidency,  but  accepted  the  chairmanship  of  the  advisory  committee. 

Then  following  is  this: 

Mr.  Schwedtman  was  secretary  of  the  association  since  ita  organization  in  1903. 
The  other  officers  elected  yesterday  are: 

First  vice  president,  Robert  McCulloch;  second  vice  president,  George  J.  Tansey; 
third  vice  president.  H.  W.  Peters;  members  of  executive  and  finance  committee, 
Fred  Adam.  A.  A.  Allen,  Pa»l  Bakewell,  W.  A.  Bonsack,  James  M.  Breckenridge, 
J.  Charles  Cabanne,  Forrest  Ferguson,  E.  F.  Goltra,  Anthony  Ittner,  E.  E.  Koken, 
John  F.  Lee.  John  E.  McKinney,  H.  L.  Parker,  A.  J.  Siegel,  C.  M.  Skinner,  J.  E.  Smith, 
George  Q.  Thornton,  R.  E.  Tommerson,  W.  B.  Wells,  Henry  Wood,  E.  M.  Woolger, 
Rev.  Dr.  George  Rowland  Dodson. 

I  have  personal  reasons  for  reading  that. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  these  newspaper  clippings  are  properly  dated  in 
the  margin,  then  they  are  entirely  out  of  place  at  this  point  in  the 
record,  and  should  be  transferred. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  dead  long  before 
that  time. 

The  Chairman.  They  may  be  transferred  to  their  proper  place. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4209  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  sentence: 

I  agree  with  you  that  this  is  a  serious  situation  and  will  require  prompt  and  decisive 
action  on  the  part  of  our  association  and  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  if 
anything  is  to  be  done. 

That  is  in  answer  to  the  Colonel's  letter. 

No.  4210  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Inclosed  please  find  treasury  check  No.  7469  for  $122.89,  as 
per  account  rendered  to  April  22.    This  restores  your  $150. 

What  does  that  mean,  "restores  your  $150 ?" 
Mr.  Mulhall.  They  kept  $150  in  advance,  so  that  I  would  have 
money  all  the  while. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  4211,  4212  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Bird:  Your  very  nice  letter  of  April  24  received,  and  many  thanks  for 
the  same. 

I  have  been  very  busy  for  the  last  few  days,  as  House  bill  5970  almost  scared  me  into 
a  fit.  but  we  have  got  busy  on  this  measure  from  the  start  and  up  to  the  present  have 
met  with  a  great  deal  of  success.  Mr.  Lloyd  attempted  to  railroad  this  Dill  through, 
aided  by  some  of  the  insurgents  of  the  Senate,  but  for  the  past  few  davs  they  have  found 
that  they  are  up  against  a  stiff  fight  and  we  have  taken  a  great  deaf  of  the  fight  out  of 
them.  Frank  Morrison,  secretary  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  was  to  have  a 
hearing  on  this  bill  on  Thursday  the  27th  instant,  but  we  have  had  Mr.  Morrison's 
hearing  set  back  until  some  day  next  week,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  it  will 
be  set  back  again  before  that  time. 

Yesterday  1  saw  four  prominent  members  of  the  Civil  Service  Reform  Committee, 
the  committee  that  has  this  bill  in  charge,  and  they  assured  me  that  we  will  get  all 
the  time  we  wanted  upon  this  measure  and  as  many  hearings  as  necessary,  so  this  will 
give  us  time  to  do  all  the  pounding  we  wish  to  do,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  it 
might  not  come  up  at  this  extra  session  at  least.  I  saw  several  leaders  of  the  Senate 
ana  I  had  a  letter  from  one  of  our  high  officials  of  the  Government  to  meet  him  at  his 
home  upon  this  matter,  and  I  have  been  assured  by  leaders  of  the  Senate  side  that  this 
bill  will  not  become  a  law. 

I  hope  our  people  will  not  get  too  confident  on  account  of  assurances  I  am  sending  in 
this  letter,  for  I  feel  that  this  is  our  opportunity  to  show  our  strength  and  give  them  a 
thoroughly  good  pounding  while  we  are  at  it,  for  if  we  do  it  now,  in  my  opinion  we  will 
not  have  to  do  it  later  on  when  they  bring  up  their  eight-hour  bill  and  injunction  bills. 
So  I  hope  that  our  organizations  will  get  busy  all  over  the  country  and  let  Mr.  Lloyd 
and  Mr.  Clark  and  Mr.  Underwood,  and  other  leaders  of  the  Democratic  Party  know 
that  Gompers  is  not  supreme  at  the  present  time. 

I  called  on  the  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General,  Joseph  Stewart,  and  I  find  that 
he  will  render  any  aid  he  possibly  can  to  defeat  this  bill.  I  made  an  engagement  for 
Mr.  Emery  for  Tnursday,  to  meet  him,  and  last  evening  I  called  on  Hon.  Charles  J. 
Bonaparte,  ex-Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  who  is  president  of  the  Civil 
Service  Reform  League,  and  got  him  going  against  this  bill  also.  I  gave  Mr.  Bona- 
parte a  copy  of  the  bill  and  fully  talked  over  the  matter  with  him. 

I  will  continue  to  keep  you  posted. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about  this.  You  say 
in  this  letter,  "  Yesterday  I  saw  four  prominent  members  of  the  Civil 
Service  Reform  Committee,  the  committee  that  has  this  bill  in 
charge." 

Wnat  four  members  did  you  see  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  saw  the  chairman  of  the  committee  on  several 
different  occasions. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  Mr.  Lloyd  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  Mr.  Lloyd,  but  the  chairman  of  the 
Civil  Service  Reform  Committee. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Godwin  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Godwin;  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  that  the  committee  that  had  this  bill  in 
charge  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  whom  else  did  you  see? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  just  recall  the  names  at  the  present  time, 
Senator,  but  I  guess  my  reports  will  show  who  they  were. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say  here,  "I  saw  several  leaders  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  I  had  a  letter  from  one  of  our  high  officials  of  the  Government 
to  meet  him  at  his  home  upon  this  matter." 

Who  was  that  high  official  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Vice  President  of  the  United  States. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Sherman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  were  you  to  meet  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  met  him  at  his  home. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  go  and  meet  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  what  transpired? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  a  short  interview  with  him,  and  he  got  me 
into  his  motor  car  and  we  rode  down  as  far  as  the  office  at  the  Union 
Trust  Building.  He  dropped  me  there,  but  he  told  me  he  would  see 
the  President,  and  that  that  bill  would  not  go  through.  I  reported 
those  facts  to  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  you  asked  me  what  transpired,  and  I  am 
telling  you  what  transpired  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  you  mean  by  this  expression: 

So  I  hope  that  our  organizations  will  get  busy  all  over  the  country  and  let  Mr.  Lloyd 
and  Mr.  Clark  and  Mr.  Underwood,  and  other  leaders  of  the  Democratic  Party  know 
that  Gompers  is  not  supreme  at  the  present  time. 

What  did  you  mean  by  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  to  send  in  protests,  by  telegrams  and 
letters,  protesting  against  that  bill,  which  I  believe  was  done. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  what  you  meant  by  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  letting  them  know  that  Mr.  Gompers  was 
not  supreme  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4213  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedt- 
man? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  altogether  unimportant  here. 

No.  4214  is  a  copy  of  a  part  of  a  letter  to  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  got  the  beginning  of  that  letter, 
Senator  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  not.     This  is  the  only  part  I  have  got. 

Senator  Nelson.  Perhaps  he  can  identify  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  looks  as  if  it  was  gotten  up  at  our  office,  but  I 
am  not  sure  without  seeing;  the  head  oi  the  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  initials  on  the  lower  left  hand  corner  seem 
to  indicate  that  it  is  yours. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  notice  the  initials  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  "MMM/G." 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  G  is  the  initial  of  Mrs.  Gould,  the  stenographer. 
I  should  say  it  was  a  letter  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman — a  part  of  a 
letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  read  the  following  from  No.  4214: 

District,  against  Gompers  and  of  the  Gompers' s  ring. 

What  did  you  mean  by  Gompers's  ring  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  the  American  Federation  of  Labor. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  callea  that  Gompers 's  ring? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  might  have  had  a  nice  way  of  designating  it, 
according  to  some  of  the  members  of  that  association,  but  that  would 
be  a  mild  way  to  put  it. 
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Senator  Nelson.  You  also  say  in  this  letter:  ? 

I  talked  with  Mr.  Emery  to-day  about  this  matter,  and  find  that  he  has  never  got 
any  assistance  from  the  Manufacturers'  Association  in  his  campaigns  or  any  organiza- 
tion of  that  kind  that  I  know  of  for  the  past  six  years. 

Is  that  true  ? 

Senator  Reed.  To  what  does  that  refer  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  know  to  what  it  refers. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  your  letter.  Senator  Reed  has  it.  I 
call  your  attention  to  the  second  paragraph,  which  I  have  just  read. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  call  attention  to  the  language  which  imme- 
diately precedes  it,  in  which  it  is  said: 

I  know  of  no  assistance  that  has  been  given  to  Mr.  Mudd  in  his  district  outside  of 
what  little  has  been  given  to  him  by  the  Workingmen's  Protective  Association  of 
Baltimore. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  referring  to  Mr.  Mudd,  I  believe. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4215  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr. 
Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter. 

I  have  your  letter  of  April  26,  and  from  it  I  judge  that  you  are  certainly  giving  the 
.situation  that  now  confronts  you  in  Washington  careful  and  persistent  attention.  I 
am  too  old  now  to  believe  in  anything  and  certainly  should  not  express  any  confident 
assurances  in  reference  to  any  contemplated  action  by  the  Sixty-second  Congress. 

I  am  pleased  to  have  you  advise  me  on  this  matter  and  shall  await  further  advices 
with  great  interest. 

Is  No.  4216  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

This  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  yours  of  the  26th  in  which  you  correct  the  "roster" 
of  the  celebrated  Wilson  family,  and  with  which  you  enclosed  copy  of  your  letter  to 
Mr.  Bird  of  same  date. 

I  wish  that  I  might  have  received  your  letter  a  few  days  earlier  that  a  correct  and 
complete  statement  of  the  Wilson  family's  great  service  to  the  Nation  might  have  been 
correctly  printed  in  the  Montgomery  County  Report  which  came  out  yesterday  and 
of  which  I  am  sending  you  a  copy.    There  is  one  daughter  shy. 

What  Wilson  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  William  Wilson,  of  the  fifteenth  Pennsylvania 
district,  and  at  the  present  time  the  Secretary  of  the  Department  of 
Labor. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  do  you  mean  by  this  expression: 

in  which  you  correct  the  "roster"  of  the  celebrated  Wilson  family? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  quite  catch  that. 
Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  know  to  what  that  refers  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  quite  catch  the  question. 
Senator  Nelson.  I  will  read  it  again.     [Reading:] 

My  Dear  Colonel:  This  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  yours  of  the  26th  in  which 
you  correct  the  "  roster"  of  the  celebrated  Wilson  family  and  with  which  you  inclosed 
copy  of  your  letter  to  Mr.  Bird  of  same  date. 

What  is  the  "roster"  of  the  celebrated  Wilson  family? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  Mr.   Wilson's  appointments  or  supposed 
appointments  in  his  Committee  on  Labor. 
Senator  Nelson.  Of  his  own  family  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Sena  i-:-r  Xelsox.  Whom  did  he  have ! 

Mr.  VrrniTT  He  had  his  daughter,  and  I  was  given  to  understand 
by  a  prominent  Member  of  Congress  thai  he  had  another  member  of 
t£r  family,  b-t  I  afterwards  found  out  that  that  was  wrong  and  cor- 
rec:-ri  it. 

Senator  Xelsox.  Then,  there  is  this  expression: 

Tl*k-  i«  ra*  isurfcTer  shy. 

Mr.  MrxHAix.  I  believe  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Xelsox.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Kirby  said  that  there  was  one  daughter  shy. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  reason.  Mr.  Kirby  is  quoting  from  my 
report. 

"Senator  Reed.  Xo.  4217  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you, 
is  it  r 

Mr.  Mflhall    after  examining  letter"'.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  of  importance  in 
that. 

Xo.  421  >  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  t 

Mr.  Mi~lhall    alter  examining  letter1.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Xo.  42 1£  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  I 

Mr.  Mi~lhall    after  examining  letter  .  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  In  which  he  says  that  he  is  gratified  at  your  con- 
fidence as  to  the  result  of  the  Lloyd  bill.  etc. 

Is  Xo.  4220  a  letter  which  was  "written  by  Mr.  Lloyd  to  Mr.  McDer- 
mo:i.  and  turned  over  to  your 

Mr.  Mulhall    after  examining  letter'.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  letter: 

HvlSF    OF   KlL7KE*EV7.\TlT£S  U.S., 

I  iMCXITTEE    OX   ACCOUNTS, 

K.:si;\c:i>\.  D.  C,  May  g9  1911. 
Mr.  James  T.  McI1*  rhott. 

Mv  I»t.ar  M-;PrK«oTT  1  ".V.::.k  ;*:.:.:  n  vi".  !•*  ur.p  *sHe  to  secure  the  position 
i  t  Mr  Y.V.  :.:...•/.*  a*  vhu*:  yi;u>  I:  :>  r.-.y  :r.-.pr«w ■  n.  hi-wever,  that  some  other 
T-. :. .      •;.:.  '-.  ;."»■■;:.  y  ...  *.;. :  ^    v*.;>:r.,': ".-. .  ■*.:..!  :f  ho  vishrc  to  take  that  von  «**«  ar- 


ra..^1. 


Wry  :r  .:>    y  -.:».  James  T.  Llotd. 

IV  you  know  how  Mr.  McMiehael  £o:  his  position  with  the  House  1 
IV  yo:i  know  whether  lie  £o:  it  as  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican,  to 
star:  with  r 

Mr.  Mvmiai.i .  He  got  it  as  a  Republican. 

Sena: or  Kvn\  Mr.  MolVr.no't  was  elected  as  a  Democrat? 

Mr.  Mi  t.HAi.i..  Yes. 

>er.a:<r  Rv.n\  It  aptvars  fro:-,  this  that  Mr.  McDermott  was  try- 
i:^  :o  have  a  place  made  h>  Mr.  l/.ovd  or  held  bv  >fr,  Lloyd  for  this 
Republican. 

Sir.  Mii.n.u.i  Ye>.  1  tried  tirs:  ^i  the  Republican  side,  through 
Mr  Pwipht.  1  brouch:  Mr.  MoMiohaol  r.p  to  Mr.  Dwight's  home 
ar.d  had  an  interne*  *uh  him:  br.t  hc:\-r.d  that  he  could  not  land 
Mr.  MoMtouael.  and  1  look  n  up  with  Mr.  MeWrmott,  and  he  secured 
me  the  place. 

senator  Nn.so\.   Alv.it  how  old  i>  McMiehaelr 

Mr.  Mi  i  ii  \u  .   1  should  jud^o  abo:::  40  vears  of  ace. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  know  how  long  he  served  in  the  House  i 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  told  about  19  years. 

Senator  Nelson.  My  impression  is,  and  I  want  you  to  refresh  your 
recollection  about  it,  that  ne  was  a  page  in  the  House  when  I  served 
there,  away  back  in  the  Fiftieth  Congress,  but  I  am  not  sure.  Do  you 
have  anv  recollection  of  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  no  memory  of  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  Congress  was  a  Democratic  Congress. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  that  he  states  himself — and  I  only  take  it 
from  what  he  states — that  he  was  appointed  by  General — the  old 
Member  from  Pennsylvania. 

Senator  Nelson.  Gen.  Bingham  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  a  Republican. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4221  is  an  envleope,  and  is  of  no  importance. 

No.  4222  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  because  it  may  come  in  later: 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

New  York,  May  6, 1911. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

3933  Old  York  Rood,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel  Mulhall:  I  am  inclosing  an  invitation  to  the  annual  convention 
and  dinner  of  our  association  on  May  15,  16,  and  17. 

No  doubt  you  will  be  on  hand  in  advance  of  the  convention,  and  I  shall  take  pleasure 
in  meeting  you  and  discussing  any  matters  you  have  in  mind  at  that  time. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

J.  P.  Bird,  General  Manager. 
JPB/LK. 

No.  4223  is  a  copy  of  an  account  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4224  is  a  copy  of  another  account,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  One  follows  the  other. 

No.  4225  is  a  telegram  that  you  sent  to  Mr.  Emery,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  is  as  follows: 

Chairman  Godwin  says  he  will  continue  hearings  until  after  our  convention.  You 
can  have  all  time  necessary.  Need  not  hurry  back.  Gen.  Stewart  made  great  speech 
before  committee  to-day.    Wire  your  itinerary  in  case  need. 

'     4226,  4227  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

My  Dear  Bird:  For  the  past  week  we  have  had  hearings  almost  every  day  upon 
the  Lloyd  bill.  There  has  been  one  of  the  greatest  labor  lobbies  present  at  those  hear- 
ings that  1  have  ever  seen  in  Washington.  Several  of  their  labor  Congressmen,  headed 
by  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania;  Buchanan,  of  Illinois;  and  Kendall,  of  Iowa,  and  others 
aiding  Gompers  and  Morrison  and  other  so-called  labor  leaders  upon  this  bill.  They 
are  make  a  very  stiff  fight,  but  I  am  positive  and  certain  that  their  fight  is  in  vain. 

Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General  Joseph  Stewart  has  made  one  of  the  stiffest 
fights  against  this  bill  that  I  have  ever  seen  put  up  by  a  Government  official.  For 
three  days  he  has  been  before  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service  Reform,  and  has  made 
cine  of  the  grandest  appeals  against  this  bill  that  it  was  possible  to  make.  I  feel  that 
Oen.  Stewart's  work  will  compel  the  House  to  report  this  bill  unfavorable,  and  I  was 
informed  by  Chairman  Godwin  of  the  above  committee  to-day  that  we  could  have  all 
the  time  necessary  to  have  hearings  upon  this  bill,  so  we  are  steadily  gaining  ground 
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on  the  House  side,  and  we  are  already  positive  and  sure  that  we  have  this  bill  beaten 
on  the  Senate  side. 

Mr.  Emery  left  here  on  Saturday,  and  I  expect  to  be  extremely  busy  this  week. 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  Mr.  Kirby  on  the  train  from  Washington  to 
Baltimore  last  Saturday,  and  before  taking  the  train  I  sent  you  a  registered  mail  bag 
with  20  bound  copies  of  the  Criminal  ('ode  of  the  United  States,  which  I  hope  you 
have  received  by  this  time.  I  sent  5  copies  to  the  Washington  office,  and  have  kept 
5  copies  for  myself,  which  I  intend  to  have  your  name,  Mr.  Boudinot's,  Mr.  Kirby  s, 
and  Judge  Spear's  placed  upon  the  outside  cover,  and  will  then  forward  them  to  you 
some  time  this  week.  The  20  copies  I  have  already  sent  you  you  can  send  out  wnen 
you  feel  that  you  wish  to  do  so.  I  have  sent  in  the  mails  to-day  100  franks,  which  I 
suppose  will  reach  you  to-morrow,  for  mailing  those  books,  and  the  additional  books 
which  I  promised  you  when  last  in  New  York  I  will  send  in  a  few  days. 

The  Congressional  Directory  is  not  yet  out,  but  I  expect  there  will  be  some  out  of 
the  Printing  Office  this  week. 

No.  4228  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  portion  of  that: 

I  have  your  letter  of  May  8th,  with  inclosure,  your  expense  accounts  to  May  6th,  and 
I  note  what  you  say  in  reference  to  your  activity  in  connection  with  the  Lloyd  bill. 
I  have  watched  the  newspaper  reports  of  this  very  carefully.  If  it  is  possible  for  our 
organization  to  defeat  this  measure,  I  think  we  will  have  accomplished  one  of  the 
greatest  pieces  of  work  in  the  history  of  the  organization. 

I  duly  received  the  bag  with  the  20  bound  copies  of  the  Criminal  Code  of  the  United 
States,  and  it  is  my  intention  to  select  a  number  of  gentlemen  to  present  these  to. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  your  object  in  sending  out  so  many 
copies  of  the  Criminal  Code  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  the  request  of  the  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  did  not  know  but  you  had  some  ulterior 
purpose. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4229  is  a  hotel  bill. 

4230,  4231  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  In  which  you  say  that  you  have  been  anxious  to 
talk  with  him  about  some  matters,  and  speak  about  the  Lloyd  bill, 
and  in  which  there  is  the  following: 

Our  old  friend,  Hughes,  introduced  a  new  eight-hour  bill  here  on  Tuesday,  and  has 
already  notified  me  that  he  is  going  to  have  it  passed  at  this  session.  He  made  this 
remark  in  a  joking  way,  but  I  think  he  will  find  that  it  will  be  more  than  a  joke  on  his 
side  to  push  it  through,  and  it  will  mean  good,  hard  work  for  him  if  he  succeeds. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  desire  to  read  the  following  from  letter  4230, 
4231: 

We  have  had  a  very  stiff  fight  all  week  on  the  House  side  upon  the  Lloyd  bill.  Mr. 
Gompers  admitted  before  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service  Reform  yesterday  that  he 
was  so  deeply  ir  teres  ted  in  this  bill  that  he  canceled  an  engagement  to  speak  at  the 
World's  Peace  Commission  Convention,  which  was  held  last  week  in  Baltimore,  and 
that  this  matter  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to  his  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4232  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Fred  Dwight  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  he  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  the  whip  of  the  House  at  that  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  no;  not  that  Dwight. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  away  up  in  Maine — probably  has  some 
connection  with  the  Plunderer. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Oh,  Fred  Dwight.  That  is  Mr.  Littlefield's  man- 
ner.   One  is  John  and  the  other  is  Fred.    I  did  not  quite  catch  the 

une. 


MAINTENANCE  OP  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3358 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4233  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  4232. 

4234,  4235  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Donohue  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  4236,  4237  is  a  duplicate  of  4234,  4235. 

No.  4238  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

I  got  in  touch  with  the  Washington  office  by  phone  and  with  some  Washington 
friends  arid  kept  track  of  the  situation.  I  wired  Mr.  Emery,  at  Atlantic  City,  of  my 
sickness,  and  on  Monday  I  was  able  to  get  over  here  and  have  been  quite  busy  since 
on  the  Lloyd  bill,  because  they  started  hearings  again  this  morning. 

The  labor  people  brought  the  president  of  the  Postal  Clerks'  Union  to  this  city,  a  Mr. 
Van  Dyke,  and  he  had  a  hearing  before  the  committee  lasting  all  forenoon.  After  Mr. 
Van  Dyke  was  through,  I  managed  to  have  a  postponement  of  the  committee  until  the 
27th  instant,  when  Mr.  Emery  will  have  a  hearing  before  the  committee. 

Congress  will  adjourn  to-day  until  Saturday  morning. 

No.  4239  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

(At  3.45  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  took  an  informal  recess.) 
(The  subcommittee  reassembled  at  3.55  o'clock  p.  m.) 

Senator  Reed.  I  had  identified  No.  4239.  I  read  this  from  that 
letter: 

I  thought  I  would  drop  you  a  short  note  to  let  you  know  what  the  situation  is  here  at 
the  present  time  and  which  in  my  opinion  is  extremely  good.  I  can  almost  positively 
state  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legislation  at  this  extra  session.  We  are  still  fighting 
the  Lloyd  bill.  They  started  hearings  upon  that  bill  again  this  morning,  and  we  haa 
the  committee  postpone  further  hearings  until  Saturday  morning,  when  Mr.  Emery 
will  talk  before  the  committee  and  against  that  bill. 

I  had  the  pleasure  of  calling  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  yesterday  morn- 
ing and  I  run  into  Miss  Agnes  Wilson,  clerk  of  that  committee,  and  I  never  saw  a  female 
so  mad  in  my  life  as  she  apparently  was.  There  were  other  members  of  the  Wil- 
son family  present,  but  Miss  Wilson  went  entirely  out  of  her  road  to  condemn  you 
for  the  attack  which  she  claims  that  you  made  upon  her  family  at  our  convention  in 
New  York.  I  should  hate  to  put  on  paper  what  this  young  lady  said,  but  I  told  her  I 
was  surprised  to  hear  her  use  such  language,  for  I  told  her  that  I  was  sure  you  said  noth- 
ing in  your  speech  at  New  York  that  was  not  the  official  acts  of  her  father  and  that 
any  taxpayer  had  a  perfect  right  to  criticize  his  public  doings. 

You  certainly  stirred  up  the  laborites  at  the  last  convention,  and  where  we  used  to 

Sit  a  cold  reception  before  we  get  nothing  now  only  cold ,  stony  stares,  and  when  I  asked 
iss  Wilson  on  Monday  if  there  would  be  any  hearings  before  her  committee  for  the 
coming  week  or  10  days  she  positively  refused  to  answer. 

I  will  pass  on  to  the  next.     No.  4240  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  An  expense  account. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4241  is  another  expense  account,  is  it  not? 

-Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  any  item  in  any  of  these  expense  accounts, 
Colonel,  to  which  you  want  to  call  attention  ? 

The  Chairman.  There  is  an  incidental  expense  there  of  $16. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  there  is  an  item  tnere  of  $4  for  dinner  for 
yourself  and  Congressman  McDermott  and  friends. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  two  things  in  those  two 
accounts.  There  is  an  item  ol  incidental  expenses,  and  also  there  is 
an  item  of  dinner  for  McDermott  and  friends  at  the  hotel. 

Senator  Reed.  The  incidental  expense  item  is  in  No.  4240,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  is  the  other  item  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  in  No.  4241. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  see.     It  is  as  follows: 

May  11.  Dinner  for  self  and  Congressman  McDennott  and  friends  at  hotel,  $4. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  not  giving  him  much  of  a  layout. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  want  to  say  something  about  the  inci- 
dental-expense item  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  There  were  $10  of  that  incidental  expenses 
that  I  passed  over  to  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  borrowed  the  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  ask  really  for  a  loan,  or  did  he  ask  you  if 
you  had  any  money  about  you,  or  how  did  he  do  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  hardly  explain  that  unless  you  had  run  up 
against  Mr.  McDermott  and  his  way  of  doing  business.  I  will  state 
that  once  I  pulled  out  my  whole  roll,  which  was  at  Fritz  Reuter's 
Hotel,  and  he  took  the  whole  roll.  I  thought  I  was  going  to  get 
some  of  it  back,  but  I  never  did. 

Senator  Reed.  How  much  was  in  the  roll  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  $36. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  probably  broke  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  saw  him  otherwise. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4242  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Emery 
to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4243  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  question,  if  you  will 
allow  me,  Senator  Reed,  in  reference  to  that  roll  of  $36.  You  say 
you  gave  him  a  roll  of  $36.  Did  you  charge  it  up  to  the  Manufac- 
turers' Association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  No;  I  said  I  did  not  give  him 
the  roll;  he  took  the  roll. 

Senator  Nelson.  Grabbed  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  just  scraped  it  out  of  my  hand. 

Senator  Nelson.  Swiped  it  f 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  1  should  say  swiped  it;  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  never  in  any  way  charged 
that  up  to  the  Manufacturers '  Association  ? 

Mr.  mulhall.  I  don't  believe  I  ever  charged  up  any  money  that 
was  loaned,  to  that  organization,  or  any  expenses  of  my  wife  while 
she  was  traveling  with  me,  or  any  of  her  expenses. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  McDermott  must  nave  been  a  pretty  heavy 
drain  on  you,  then. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  the  information  he  furnished — well,  it  was  like 
the  Gardner  campaign,  I  guess  we — I  guess  I  got  my  money's  worth. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4244  is  a  letter  that  Mr.  Emery  wrote  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  were  hundreds  of  books  and  documents  sent 
out.  [After  examining  No.  4244.]  Yes;  it  is  a  letter  that  Mr.  Emery 
wrote  me. 

Senator  Reed.  4245,  4246  appears  to  be  another  expense  account? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  now  to  the  following  item: 

May  25.  Breakfast  in  New  York  City ... ,' $1.00 

Dinner  in  New  York  City  for  self 85 

Supper  for  self  and  one  at  Hotel  Imperial 4.00 

For  entertaining  Mr.  McDennott  from  8  p.  m.  to  1  a.  m 6. 00 
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Senator  Nelson.  You  got  off  cheap. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  a  pretty  long  dinner,  from  8  until  1 
o'clock. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  expend  that  money  with  Air.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  he  was  doing  in  New  York? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  thmk  he  was  on  his  tour  to  Connecticut  to  build 
the  airship. 

Senator  Reed.  Getting  down  to  serious  business,  in  regard  to  that 
airship,  were  they  actually  up  there  trying  to  build  an  airship  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  This  Mr.  Murphy  was  a  well-known  pat- 
entee. He  was  the  party  who  got  up  the  patent  on  the  third  rail  and 
sold  it  for  $2,000,000. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  what  he  claimed  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  guess  he  did.  And  he  claimed  he  was  building  an 
airship  that  would  not  capsize,  and  they  took  it  to  Connecticut,  and 
I  believe,  as  I  stated  before,  they  got  about  $10,000  of  credit  and  then 
came  near  getting  mobbed  and  lit  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Any  way,  the  airship  was  an  actuality;  that  is, 
I  mean  the  building  of  something  that  was  designed  to  fly? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  they  attempted  it,  but  could  not  get  money 
to  go  through  with  it. 

!3enator  Reed.  4247,  4248  is  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered 
this  association,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4249,  4250  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you 
wrote  Mr.  Bird.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  reads : 

For  the  past  three  days  I  have  been  back  on  the  job  and  I  find  things  just  about 
as  I  left  them. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  ask  a  preliminary  question. 

There  was  some  little  time,  I  take  it  from  that  account,  that  you 
had  been  ill  at  home. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  had  been  ill  for  quite  a  while.  I  had  a 
complete  breakdown.  I  almost  died,  and  I  suppose  some  were  sorry 
I  did  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

For  the  past  three  days  I  have  been  back  on  the  job,  and  I  find  things  just  about  as 
I  left  them,  with  the  exception  that  lately  things  are  looking  a  little  brighter.  I  had 
a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Godwin,  chairman  of  the  Civil  Service  Reform  Committee, 
on  Monday,  and  he  informed  me  that  he  would  not  report  the  Lloyd  bill  at  this  session. 

When  I  was  in  Philadelphia  on  my  visits  to  and  from  New  York  when  I  saw  you  last, 
I  called  at  the  headquarters  of  several  organizations  and  asked  them  to  ask  for  hearings 
upon  the  Lloyd  bill  and  to  have  the  dates  set  back  as  far  as  possible.  A  number  of 
the  Philadelphia  organizations  have  done  as  requested,  and  Mr.  Lloyd  informed  me 
yesterday  that  the  hearings  would  continue  along  and  he  was  positive  that  there 
would  be  no  report  made  on  this  bill  at  this  extra  session.  In  addition  to  this,  the 
House  will  adjourn  to-day  for  two  weeks  and  the  only  branch  of  Congress  in  session 
will  be  the  Senate  for  some  time. 

I  know  you  will  see  by  the  press  that  the  wool  bill  is  out  of  the  way  in  the  House, 
and  they  will  vote  to-day  upon  the  direct  election  of  Senators  bill.  This  will  be  pushed 
through  at  this  session  to-day  and  after  that  the  House  will  adjourn  for  two  weeks. 

While  I  was  ill  I  sent  for  Mr.  McMichael  and  instructed  him  as  to  what  we  wanted 
done  in  relation  to  organizing  the  bureau  of  information.    I  gave  him  the  names  of  a 
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large  number  of  Congressmen  that  he  could  see  who  would  help  him  out  with  docu- 
ments or  information  or  anything  he  wanted  while  I  was  absent  from  this  city.  Mr. 
McMichael  has  done  a  lot  of  work  for  the  past  four  weeks  and  has  gotten  things  in  first- 
class  shape  as  far  as  our  bureau  of  information  is  concerned.  We  are  able  now  to  give 
the  congressional  record  of  any  Member  of  the  House  or  Senate  upon  the  vote  of  any 
bill  that  comes  before  Congress  and  the  remarks  of  the  Members  upon  the  same.  In 
addition  to  this,  we  can  send  out  any  documents  published  by  the  Government  or  by 
Congress,  and  it  matters  not  how  far  back  a  bill  has  been  voted  upon,  we  can  produce 
the  bill  and  the  action  taken  by  the  Members  of  Congress  thereon. 

I  am  fully  convinced  that  this  is  one  of  the  best  moves  that  has  been  made  by  our 
association  since  we  have  organized  in  this  city  to  oppose  labor  legislation,  and  I  am 
hugely  pleased  that  you  and  Mr.  Kirby  have  approved  of  it,  for  I  know  from  experi- 
ence that  the  principal  hold  that  the  labor  unions  have  got  upon  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress is  by  continually  keeping  before  the  constituents  of  tne  different  Members  of 
the  House  and  Senate,  in  their  district,  their  voting  record  upon  labor  measures  and 
bills  that  come  before  Congress.  The  labor  unions,  as  far  as  active  political  work  is 
concerned,  have  never  been  a  success  to  any  great  extent,  but  they  have  been  success- 
ful in  scaring  the  Members  by  continually  sending  out  their  voting  record. 

We  have  a  room  in  the  Capitol  at  the  present  time,  and  we  have  fully  supplied  it  with 
working  material  without  cost  to  our  association,  which  I  hope  to  have  tne  pleasure  of 
explaining  to  you  some  day  this  week. 

1  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  before  he  left  here  on  Tuesday,  and  Mr. 
Emery  now  is  convinced  that  what  I  have  been  reporting  to  yourself  and  Mr.  Kirby 
all  along  are  facts,  and  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legislation  at  this  session  and  there 
will  be  very  few  labor  bills  voted  upon  at  the  regular  session  of  Congress  when  it  meets 
next  winter,  for  the  leaders  of  both  parties  have  already  drawn  up  a  program  which 
they  intend  to  force  through  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so. 

I  am  requested  to  come  to  Philadelphia  on  Thursday  to  see  some  friends  who  are 
anxious  to  meet  me,  and  so  I  will  be  in  New  York  on  Friday,  and  if  you  are  there  I 
would  be  greatly  pleased  if  you  would  give  me  a  short  interview. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  Mr.  Mulhall,  we  have  had  some  reference  to 
this  room  that  you  had  at  the  Capitol,  and  in  this  letter,  which  is 
dated  June  21,  1911,  you  state: 

We  have  a  room  in  the  Capitol  at  the  present  time,  and  we  are  fully  provided  with 
working  material,  without  cost  to  our  association,  which  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure 
of  explaining  to  you  some  day  this  week. 

Where  was  that  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  on  this  side  of  the  Capitol,  on  the  third  floor. 

Senator  Reed.  Upstairs  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  down. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  was  in  the  terrace  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  you  enter  from  the  terrace  into  that  floor  and 
go  up  a  few  steps 

Senator  Reed.  Taking  this  floor  we  are  on  as  the  first  floor  of  the 
building,  there  are  upon  that  side  of  the  Capitol  you  refer  to  two 
stories  below  this  one,  are  there  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  got  that  room  for  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  use  the  room  had  been  put  to; 
that  is,  to  what  use  it  was  assigned  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  him  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No;  whether  the  room  had  any  designation,  or 
anything  of  that  sort  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  from  Mr.  McDermott  it  was  a  room 
he  was  given  to  use  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  and 
he  turned  it  over  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  And  about  when,  with  reference  to  the  date  of  this 
letter,  which,  as  I  have  said,  is  June  21,  1911,  did  he  turn  it  over  to 

>u? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  It  must  have  been  about  a  week  or  10  days  previous 
to  that  letter,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  put  any  employees  in  that  room  to  stay 
there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McMichael  frequently  reported  to  me;  and  there 
was  a  young  woman  by  the  name  of  Miss  Mason  who  used  to  come 
there  and  take  my  letters  and  then  take  them  to  her  office  and  write 
them. 

Senator  Reed.  Describe  that  room;  I  mean  with  reference  to  its 
places  of  exit  or  entrance. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  were  three  ways,  I  believe,  of  getting  out  of 
the  room.  It  had  a  large  door  at  the  back  that  led  into  a  kind  of  a 
back  hallway,  and  another  door  leading  into  the  room  next  to  it,  and 
then  the  door  out  on  the  corridor  it  was  on. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  might  take  us  over  and  show  it  to  us  when 
we  have  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  in  a  secluded  part  of  the  building? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  entirely  secluded;  the  least  frequented  part  of 
the  building  I  know  of. 

Senator  Keed.  You  say  that  Mr.  McDermott  turned  it  over  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  turn  it  over  to  you  in  person,  or  did  he  turn 
it  over  to  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  turned  it  over  to  me  and  told  Mr.  McMichael  to 
get  me  a  key,  and  Mr.  McMichael  furnished  me  a  key. 

Senator  Keed.  Have  you  ever  seen  Mr.  McMichael  in  that  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  With  the  exception  of  this  young  lady  who  came 
there  occasionally  to  take  dictation,  was  there  anybody  wno  remained 
permanently  in  the  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  put  in  the  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  a  typewriter  furnished,  and  all  type- 
writing material;  and,  as  I  statea,  an  outfit  for  doing  typewriting 
work. 

The  Chairman.  Stationery  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  stationery  was  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  plain  paper — copying  paper. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  nave    House  of  Representatives"  on  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  there  was  some  of  Mr.  McDermott's  paper 
that  was  used  there  at  different  times,  if  I  am  not  mistaken.  I  am 
not  sure  of  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  meet  other  parties  in  the  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  met  Mr.  Coudrey  there  on  different  oc- 
casions. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  he? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  member  from  the  twelfth  Missouri 
district. 

The  Chairman.  Whom  else  did  you  meet  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McMichael,  Mr.  Coudrey,  and  Mr.  McDermott. 
Mr.  McDermott  did  not  want  me  to  use  the  room  generally,  except 
for  meeting  himself  and  Mr.  McMichael;  but  when  I  was  pnoning  to 
St.  Louis  I  used  that  room  in  Mr.  Coudrey's  behalf. 
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Senator  Reed.  Was  Mr.  Coudrey  a  Member  of  Congress  in  1911 1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  think  he  was.     In  June,  1911  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  we  had  that  room  before  that  date. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  remember  just  when  you  first  got  it, 
then? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  ot  that.  I  am  not  sure  whether  it 
was  in  that  room  or  in  the  room  next  to  it  that  I  done  the  telephoning. 
There  are  two  rooms  right  adjoining  each  other,  that  were  used  by 
Mr.  McDermott.  I  am  not  sure  which  it  was  of  the  two  rooms  that 
I  done  the  phoning  irom  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  access  to  both  of  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  Before  the  room  was  regularly  assigned 
to  me  I  had  access  to  those  rooms  frequently,  but  did  not  have  it 
turned  over  to  me  for  use. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  get  that  room  for?  What  did  you 
want  a  room  in  the  Capitol  for? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  took  it  on  the  advice  of  Mr.  McDermott.  When 
I  wanted  to  meet  him,  he  did  not  want  me  coming  to  his  office,  as  he 
was  afraid  the  labor  people  would  see  me  in  touch  with  him,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  get  a  room,  and  so  when  I  wanted 
to  see  Mr.  McMichael  I  could  use  the  room  for  that  purpose.  He  did 
not  think  it  advisable  for  me  to  be  seen  chasing  Mr.  McMichael  around 
the  floor  or  going  in  and  out  of  his  office. 

Senator  Reed.  Whv  did  you  want  to  see  Mr.  McMichael  frequently  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  said,  he  kept  a  bureau  of  information. 

Senator  Reed.  What  kind  of  information  did  he  gather? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Any  kind  of  information  that  coula  be  picked  up  on 
the  floor.  There  were  little  slips  he  used  to  carry  to  me  to  the  room 
when  I  met  him  there,  and  also  the  workings,  or  any  information  he 
might  pick  up  on  the  floor  through  the  pages. 

Senator  Reed.  You  used  an  expression  that  I  did  not  quite  under- 
stand. I  think  you  said  several  little  documents  that  were  picked 
up  on  the  floor.     Did  you  say  that  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  May  I  ask  one  question  before  you  go  into  that? 
Mr.  Coudrey  was  not  a  Member  of  Congress  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  he  was.  I  think,  on  the  matter  of 
Mr.  Coudrey,  I  will  say  I  had  the  use  of  those  rooms  in  a  sense,  but  I 
did  not  have  the  room  assigned  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  Referring  to  the  expression  you  used  a  moment  ago, 
did  you  not  say  that  there  were  some  little  documents  that  had  been 
picked  up  on  the  floor  ?  Did  you  mean  that  there  were  papers  picked 
up,  or  information  ? 

•  Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  slips  of  paper  that  Mr.  McMichael  carried 
to  me  about  the  workings  going  on  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  To 
illustrate,  he  kept  me  posted  on  how  the  Moon  bill  was  going  along, 
and  I  had  information  about  two  weeks  in  advance  of  a  rider  being 
put  on  the  sundry  civil  bill  by  Mr.  Kendall;  and  Mr.  Dwight,  the 
whip  of  the  House,  sent  out  cards  and  held  a  lot  of  Members  here 
until  that  vote  was  due  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  I  understand  you  correctly,  then,  that  Mr. 
McMichael  learned  some  two  weeks  in  advance  that  there  was  a 
rider  going  to  be  put  on  the  Moon  bill  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  mean. 
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Senator  Reed.  And  he  carried  that  information  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  then  got  that  information  to  some  place, 
so  that  the  whip  of  the  House  held  the  Republican  Members  here  to 
defeat  that  rider  ?  • 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  what  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  fully  explain 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  that  Moon  bill  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Moon  bill  was  in  regard  to  the  revision  of  the 
laws.     That  is  the  bill  they  were  trying  to  delay  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  You  can  take  us  to  that  room  and  point  it  out 
to  us? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  fight  of  Coudrey  for 
the  position  of  mayor  01  St.  Louis  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir:  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Was  he  not  running  for  mayor  about  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  believe  he  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  this  letter  that  Senator  Reed  just  read,  the 
letter  of  yourself  to  Mr.  Bird,  you  state  this: 

For  I  know  from  experience  that  the  principal  hold  that  the  labor  unions  have 
got  upon  the  Members  of  Congress  is  by  continually  keeping  before  the  constituents 
of  the  different  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate,  in  their  district,  their  voting  record 
upon  labor  measures  and  bills  that  come  before  Congress. 

Is  that  true  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  that  is  so — what  I  wrote  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  a  custom  of  theirs.  They  publish  in 
different  congressional  districts  the  list  of  the  votes  of  the  Members. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  went  into  a  campaign  where  they  were  mak- 
ing a  fight  where  they  did  not  have  to  face  that  circumstance. 

Senator  Nelson.  1  know  in  Duluth,  in  a  labor  paper  there  last  fall, 
they  published  my  votes  on  all  labor  bills. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  find  anything  wrong  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  way  of 
fighting. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  not  a  good  deal  like  publishing  in  boycotting 
cases  what  they  call  an  unfair  list? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  say  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Does  it  not  resemble  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  be  able  to  pass  on  that.  I  think  the 
boycott  is  a  different  system  of  fighting  entirely;  an  unfair  system,  I 
believe. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  No.  4253,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a 
letter  you  got  from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  House  of  Representatives,  dated  June  24,  1911. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  skipped  No.  4251,  4252. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  I  will  hand  you  4251,  4252.  Is  that  a 
copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

(4257.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  t6, 1911. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager  N.  A.  of  M.t  SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

My  Dear  Bird:  I  have  been  over  here  to-day  and  had  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Emery,  and  I  have  agreed  to  stay  in  Washington  until  such  time  as  we  can  get  this 
bureau  of  information,  of  which  I  have  been  speaking  to  you  about,  thoroughly  or- 
ganized. 

Senator  Nelson.  Please  stop  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  the  bureau  that  you  have  been  speaking 
about,  that  you  and  McDermott  and  McMichael  had  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  same  system  that  the  labor-union 
organizations  used  to  have. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  what  you  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  referred  to  that  in  this  letter. 

Senator  Reed  (reading)  i 

I  will  be  able  to  have  this  entire  affair  completed  by  the  1st  of  the  month,  and  Mr. 
McMichael  and  I  will  have  it  in  first-class  running  shape,  and  all  I  stated  to  you  in 
New  York  last  Friday  can  be  easily  accomplished. 

Now,  can  you  tell  me  what  it  was  you  stated  to  Mr.  Bird  in  New 
York  you  could  accomplish  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  talked  to  Mr.  Bird  about  the  Lloyd  bill, 
and  also  about  the  starting  of  the  bureau  of  information.  I  felt 
positive  that  the  Lloyd  bill  would  not  go  through,  wnich  it  did  not, 
and  also  that  we  could  organize  the  bureau  of  information,  and  could 
be  in  thorough  touch  with  the  voting  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and 
the  records  of  the  Members. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  I  continue  reading: 

I  have  engaged  to-dav  as  a  stenographer  Miss  Irene  F.  Mason.  1303  N  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C,  and  I  have  told  her  that  she  can  start  on  the  third  day  of  July, 
and  that  when  I  am  not  present  in  the  city  she  will  be  under  Mr.  McMichael's  super- 
vision and  will  be  ready  to  take  any  orders  from  your  office  that  you  wish  to  send. 
I  wish  you  would  send  Miss  Mason  a  pay  check  to  the  above  address  every  two  weeks, 
as  you  do  to  myself,  for  I  would  rather  that  she  would  receive  her  pay  from  your  office 
than  for  me  to  pay  her  over  here.  If  this  meets  with  your  approval,  I  wish  you  would 
answer  the  moment  you  receive  this,  for  I  want  to  show  Miss  Mason  the  letter  approv- 
ing of  my  engagement  of  her  services,  before  she  resigns  from  the  position  she  is  now 
holding. 

She  has  been  doing  my  work  in  Gould's  office  for  the  past  year  and  a  half,  and  I 
find  her  a  first-class  stenographer  and  splendidly  efficient  and  thoro'  ghly  reliable. 

Her  father  is  a  resident  of  Mr.  Gardner's  district  and  lives  at  Vin eland,  New  Jersey, 
and  is  a  first-class  political  worker,  and  if  we  need  his  help  for  any  future  campaign, 
he  will  appreciate  very  much  the  favors  extended  to  his  daughter. 

I  have  fixed  Miss  Mason's  salary  at  fifteen  dollars  ($15.00)  per  week,  and  I  know 
she  will  give  satisfaction.     So,  hoping  that  you  will  answer  this  letter  the  moment 
you  receive  it,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Faithfully,  yours. 

Is  No.  4258  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  something  in  the  last  paragraph  you 
ought  to  read. 

Senator  Reed.  It  refers  to  a  lot  of  papers  sent  out. 
Senator  Nelson.  Go  down  to  the  third  paragraph. 
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Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

The  situation  has  slightly  changed  over  here  the  last  couple  of  days,  and  the  labor 
agitators  are  getting  quite  active.  They  are  working  among  the  Democratic  leaders  to 
force  through  the  Lloyd  bill  at  the  extia  session,  and  for  that  reason  I  think  it  L  good 
politics  that  I  shall  not  leave  here  at  the  present  time.  If  necessary  I  can  take  a  day 
or  two  at  some  close-by  resort  to  keep  my  strength  up,  so  that  I  will  not  get  sick  again. 

4259,  4260  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  received  your  letter  of  yesterday  in  reference  to  a  stenographer,  and  I  wired  you 
as  follows: 

"Your  letter  twenty-sixth.  Impossible  for  me  to  agree  to  your  proposition  now. 
Please  withhold  engagement  of  stenographer  for  present.  Have  no  doubt  matter  will 
be  consummated,  but  other  preliminaries  of  greater  importance  must  be  considered 
before  this  engagement  is  effected." 

I  regret  sincerely  that  you  have  acted  with  haste  in  this  matter.  It  is  not  possible 
for  me  at  all  times  to  canvass  a  situation  such  as  this.  My  hesitancy  in  the  matter 
was  prompted  wholly  by  a  desire  to  know  what  effect  this  bureau  of  information 
would  have  upon  the  feeling  of  Mr.  Emery,  and  I  had  the  opportunity  of  discussing 
this  matter  with  him  yesterday,  and  I  find  he  is  very  adverse  to  it.  Feeling  that  the 
Washington  work  is  wholly  in  his  hands,  I  have  decided  that  it  is  inadvisable  to 
employ  a  stenographer  and  place  her  in  a  room  in  the  Capitol. 

I  fully  realize  your  effort  to  cooperate;  at  the  sime  time  in  the  position  I  occupy 
I  must  view  an  activity  of  this  kind  from  a  broad  standpoint;  ana  it  appeals  to  me 
if  a  Democratic  Congress,  or  any  of  our  friends,  the  enemy,  in  Washington  should 
come  in  possession  of  the  fact  that  we  were  utilizing  a  room  and  engaging  in  an  effort 
to  distribute,  under  the  franks  of  Congressmen,  literature  in  behalf  of  our  propaganda, 
I  am  convinced  we  would  be  subject  to  just  censure.  The  employing  of  a  stenog- 
rapher and  locating  her  in  that  room  would  place  me  in  a  doubtful  position,  and 
one  that  I  can  not  accept,  feeling  the  association  can  not  afford  to  lay  iteelf  liable  to 
the  slightest  suspicion.  I  fully  appreciate  your  disappointment,  but  I  am  convinced 
of  the  wisdom  of  my  course.  Therefore,  please  govern  yourself  in  accordance  with 
this  letter. 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager. 

No.  4261  is  merely  a  bill  of  a  stenographer. 

Is  No.  4262  an  account  which  you  rendered  to  this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4263  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  4264. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  you  haa  better  read  part  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  4264,  4266,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a 
copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  4264,  4266.) 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4267  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  'to  Mr. 
Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  some  good  things  in  that. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  am  glad  you  received  the  book  and  also  the  Year  Book,  and  if  you  wish  any  of 
those  sent  out  to  any  member  of  the  organization,  it  makes  no  difference  in  what  part 
of  the  country,  we  can  do  so  without  cost.  I  also  will  have  sent  to  you  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment  the  books  called  "The  Coast  and  Pilot."  I  have  made  several  visits 
to  the  Geodetic  Survev  to  cam'  out  a  request  made  by  Mr.  Boudinot,  and  I  have  made 
inquiries  about  those  l>ook8,  and  I  feel  that  they  can  be  secured  in  a  very  short  time. 
I  have  done  everything  I  possibly  could  to  hurry  your  compass,  barometer,  etc.,  along. 
This  matter  has  been  referred  back  to  the  Navy  Department  by  the  Geodetic  Survey, 
and  I  was  informed  by  the  chief  clerk  of  that  office  on  Wednesday  that  they  were  a 
little  slow  about  conferring  favors  of  this  kind  to  any  of  the  Members  of  Congress  just 
now,  on  account  of  the  many  investigations  which  are  being  made  by  the  Democratic 
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House.  If  Mr.  McDermott  can  not  secure  those,  I  shall  have  the  matter  taken  up  by 
some  other  Congressman  in  a  short  time,  and  we  will  persevere  until  we  get  what  we 
want. 

I  would  like  to  know  when  you  will  be  in  the  New  York  office.  I  will  take  a  day 
of  my  vacation  and  run  over  to  see  you,  for  I  would  like  to  spend  a  couple  of  days  at 
Far  Rockaway  or  Manhattan  Beach,  at  the  seaside,  when  I  get  the  opportunity. 

Is  No.  4268,  signed  "Geo.  S.  B.,"  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you 
received  from  Boudinot? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

Dear  Colonel:  Yours  of  the  7th  instant  to  hand,  and  I  thank  you  for  your  efforts 
to  get  me  a  chart  of  New  York  Bay.  I  will  be  out  of  town  practicallv  all  of  next  week, 
so  won't  need  it  then,  but  after  I  come  back  I  am  going  to  grab  off  a  little  time  for  trips 
around  the  harbor,  and  whenever  you  can  get  this  chart  to  me  it  will  be  highly  appre- 
ciated. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Geo.  S.  B. 

I  want  to  know  what  kind  of  a  chart  this  was  that  you  were  getting. 
It  was  not  a  military  chart,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  it  was  a  chart  of  the  harbor. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  issues  charts  of 
the  coasts,  that  are  used  for  navigation  purposes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  know  what  they  might  be,  but  I  wanted  to  know 
what  they  were. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  come  in  sheets,  you  know. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  are  charts  like  any  steamship  captain  should 
use,  for  to  show  the  depth  of  the  water,  tne  places  that  are  navigable 
and  the  places  that  are  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4269  a  copy  of  another  account  you  rendered 
to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  find  in  this  account  this  item: 

July  8.  Round  trip  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Easton,  Md.,  at  the  request  of  Congress- 
man Covington,  mileage  rates,  $1.90. 

What  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  the  request  of  whom  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Of  Congressman  Covington.  Why  did  you  make 
that  trip  for  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  on  that  trip  just  now,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  Congressman  Covington  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  the  Congressman  from  the  first  Maryland 
district. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  the  Eastern  Shore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4270  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  have  this  day  placed  in  the  mails  for  you  the  chart  of  New  York  Harbor,  and  I 
hope  you  will  let  me  know  when  you  receive  it,  for  we  have  had,  as  1  wrote  you  before, 
a  great  difficulty  in  having  things  taken  out  of  the  mails  which  go  out  from  the  Capitol 
or  from  the  House  and  Senate  side.  I  hope  the  chart  will  be  of  some  benefit  to  you 
and  keep  you  out  of  danger,  and  that  you  can  have  a  good  time  around  the  harbor. 

Is  No.  4271  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
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Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 

Hughes  of  New  Jersey,  Wilson  of  Pennsylvania,  and  Buchanan  of  Illinois  all  boast 
that  they  have  the  Labor  Committee  against  us,  and  that  they  will  be  able  to  report 
a  bill  out  of  the  Labor  Committee  any  time  they  wish.  I  am  strongly  under  the 
impression  that  they  are  overly  sanguine,  for  the  work  we  have  been  doing  has  been 
quite  effective,  and  I  feel  we  will  meet  with  success.  We  are  putting  up  the  best 
fight  we  can,  though,  among  the  Democratic  Members  to  not  have  the  bill  reported 
out  of  the  caucus,  and  I  will  be  engaged  at  this  work  for  the  next  few  days. 

The  Chairman.  Above  that  is  this  paragraph: 

I  have  had  a  long  interview  this  morning  with  Mr.  Emery  concerning  the  room  I 
have  been  using  at  the  Capitol  and  Mr.  Emery  is  thoroughly  satisfied  with  the  expla- 
nation which  has  been  made. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4272,  4273  another  account  you  rendered  to  this 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4274  is  a  receipt  from  a  stenographer  for  pay- 
ment for  work,  and  is  of  no  importance. 

Is  No.  4275  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  letter  of  introduc- 
tion to  Mr.  Bird  of  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

(4275.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  17, 1911. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager  N.  A.  of  M., 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

My  Dear  Bird:  This  letter  will  introduce  to  you  one  of  the  very  best  friends  we 
have  in  Washington,  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott,  a  Member  from  the  4th  congressional 
district  of  Illinois. 

I  know  it  is  not  necessary  to  call  your  attention  to  the  many  good  things  I  have 
said  in  my  letters  concerning  Mr.  McDermott  to  you,  for  if  it  was  not  for  the  splendid 
assistance  he  has  given  us  on  many  occasions,  we  would  have  found  ourselves  traveling 
over  a  verv  rough  road  here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Mct)ermott  is  greatly  interested  in  a  patent  which  he  wishes  to  call  to  your 
attention,  and  which  I  know  he  will  fully  explain  to  you  when  he  hands  you  this 
letter.  I  will  take  it  as  the  greatest  favor  you  can  bestow  if  you  will  aid  him  in  any 
way  you  can  along  this  line. 

So,  hoping  to  hear  that  you  have  had  a  very  pleasant  chat  and  interview  with 
Mr.  McDermott,  believe  me,  as  ever, 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  that  patent  the  flying  machine  you  have 
been  talking  about  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4276  a  letter  from  Mr.  Battelle  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  simply  acknowledges  the  receipt  of  an  agricul- 
tural report. 

No.  4277  is  merely  a  receipt  from  a  stenographer  for  payment. 

No.  4278  is  a  telegram  you  received,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).   les. 

Senator  Reed.  And  who  is  uJas.  T."  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  James  T.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  he  on  the  stump? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  when  he  was  in  Connecticut  building 
the  airship,  Senator. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Absolutely  necessary  you  come  to  Bridgeport  immediately.  Get  your  Bridgeport 
addresses  in  New  York  from  Mr.  B.  Try  and  leave  to-night.  If  possible  answer 
Stratfield. 

Who  was  "Mr.  B."¥ 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4279  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Boudi- 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  go  up  to  Bridgeport,  Conn.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  In  response  to  this  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  from  Boudinot  is  an  acknowledgment  of 
the  receipt  of  the  chart  of  New  York  Harbor.  It  says  "charter,"  but 
it  should  be  "  chart." 

Is  4280,  4281  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered  to  this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  item,  the  last  one  in  the  account: 

Incidental  expenses  from  July  16,  1911,  to  July  22,  1911,  6  days,  inclusive,  while 
doing  general  routine  work,  $8. 00. 

Do  you  remember  whether  any  part  of  that  was  used  in  the  enter- 
taining of  Mr.  McDermott  or  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  a  rule,  these  incidental  expenses  went  that  way. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  can  not  state  which  one  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  The  incidental  expenses  went  to  McDermott  and 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Incidental  expenses,  generally  at  Fitz  Reuter's  for 
beer  and  sandwiches. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  pumpernickel  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Anything  along  that  line. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4282  a  Tetter  from  Boudinot  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  have  yours  of  the  22d  instant,  and  as  you  have  already  been  advised,  one  pack- 
age containing  chart  of  New  York  Harbor  and  Bay  was  duly  received.  With  it 
came  a  letter  from  the  Coast  &  Geodetic  Survey  stating  that  same  had  been  mailed 
to  me  on  the  18th.  If  there  was  another  package  sent,  it  has  gone  astray,  and  there 
is  no  way  of  getting  on  the  track  of  such  things  at  this  end. 

I  do  not  understand  what  is  meant  by  the  numbers  given.  However,  as  I  seem 
to  have  received  just  what  is  wanted  I  guess  we  can  let  the  matter  drop. 

4283-4286  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

In  addition  to  this,  I  have  a  large  number  of  lists  from  several  Congressmen  over 
here,  who  are  asking  me  to  send  documents  and  information  to  their  districts  in  return 
for  tne  work  which  has  been  done  for  us.  Those  lists  I  should  be  glad  to  submit  to 
you  or  to  any  member  of  our  organization  any  time  you  wish  to  see  them.  It  requires 
a  lot  of  correspondence  to  meet  with  the  requests  of  the  gentlemen  of  whom  we  have 
been  asking  favors.  Besides  this,  I  have  sent  out  for  the  past  six  or  eight  months 
public  documents  to  every  member  of  our  executive  board,  and  for  years  the  Con- 
gressional Record  to  each  and  every  one,  and  I  have  furnished  the  Washington  office 
with  almost  every  document  it  has  been  receiving  since  it  was  organized,  and  in 
addition  to  this,  to  numerous  manufacturers  and  friends  who  have  made  requests  of 
this  kind. 
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Another  item  of  expense  along  the  typewriting  line  is  the  bureau  of  information 
which  we  attempted  to  start  here  with  tne  approval  of  yourself  and  Mr.  Kirby  and 
the  partial  approval  of  Mr.  Emery  at  two  later  interviews.  .1  have  received  no  orders 
from  you  to  stop  this  work,  and  I  will  continue  to  keep  it  going  until  instructed  to  do 
otherwise. 

At  the  interviews  I  had  with  Mr.  Emery  on  this  subject,  he  admits  that  he  is  not 
interfering  with  any  political  work  I  attempt  to  do,  and  that  what  I  have  done  has 
met  with  his  approval.  This  he  has  stated  on  numerous  occasions.  And  another 
thing  which  is  causing  our  present  activity  is  that  I  am  doing  all  I  can  to  gain  friends 
at  this  session  and  particularly  for  the  next  session  of  Congress.  Tnis,  in  a  measure, 
causes  another  line  of  activity  which  I  have  been  extremely  busy  on  lately,  helping, 
in  a  sense,  some  members  of  the  Maryland  delegation.  There  is  a  very  active  cam- 
paign on  in  Maryland  at  the  present  tune,  for  both  governor  and  delegates  to  the  next 
Democratic  national  convention,  and  I  have  had  requests  made  upon  me  by  leading 
members  of  our  State  to  assist  in  this  work,  which  has  caused  me  to  send  out  quite  a 
lot  of  letters. 

I  could  go  further  into  details  with  you  in  this  letter  in  relation  to  those  expend- 
itures, but  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  on  Wednesday  of  this  week,  and 
I  would  rather  talk  it  over  than  write  it  to  you. 

I  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  this  morning  in  relation  to  the  price  of  sten- 
ography and  typewriting  in  this  city.  For  years  I  nave  been  having  my  work  done 
at  Mrs.  Gould's  office.  I  frequently  found  fault  with  Mrs.  Gould  because  she  would 
not  give  me  an  itemized  bill,  and  besides,  I  believed  that  her  prices  were  too  high, 
which  is  40£  for  dictation  to  book,  which  is  counted  as  double  time  for  single  space 
pages,  and  30^  for  double  space.  I  took  my  work  away  from  Mrs.  Gould's  office  on  two 
occasions,  once  going  to  Miss  Tiffanv's  office,  where  I  found  that  the  prices  were  the 
same  and  the  service  was  not  as  good,  which  caused  me  to  go  back  to  Mrs.  Gould's  for 
a  period  of  time  to  have  my  work  done. 

On  another  occasion  I  went  to  Miss  Fox,  who  is  in  the  same  building  with  Mrs.  Gould, 
but  I  did  not  like  the  system  she  had  in  her  office,  because  it  looked  to  me  as  if  it  was 
not  secretive  enough,  and  she  did  but  very  little  work  for  me. 

As  1  wrote  you  some  time  ago,  Miss  Mason,  who  is  now  employed  by  Mrs.  Buxton, 
has  for  years  done  my  work  in  Mrs.  Gould's  office,  and  I  am  getting  my  work  done  there 
now  for  30c.  for  dictation  to  the  book,  single  space,  and  15c.  for  double  space,  which  is 
much  cheaper  than  1  have  ever  had  it  done  before. 

I  carried  your  letter  to  Washington  this  morning,  and  had  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Emery.  I  stated  that  you  claimed  that  you  could  get  work  done  for  10c.  per  folio  in 
New  York,  and  told  him  I  wanted  to  know  if  there  were  any  typewriters  that  he  knew 
of  in  this  city  from  whom  we  could  get  lower  prices  than  we  were  getting  now,  and 
asked  him  if  he  knew  of  anyone  who  would  do  the  work  for  that  price.  He  stated 
positively  tint  he  did  not.  He  also  stated  that  he  has  had  his  extra  work  done  by  Mrs. 
Gould,  and  has  paid  the  same  prices  I  have  paid  her.  I  am  now  paying  much  less 
than  Mrs.  Gould  ever  charged.  I  have  kept  no  itemized  statement  of  the  amount  of 
mail  we  have  sent  out,  but  I  have  sent  a  number  of  letters  to  Hughes's,  Buchanan's, 
Wilson's,  and  other  districts,  and  I  have  been  attempting  ever  since  I  have  had  the 
aid  of  Mr.  McMichael,  and  on  the  advice  of  other  friends,  to  start  a  systematic  cam- 
paign against  our  enemies,  and  in  this,  in  a  measure,  we  have  been  successful,  for 
Kendall  of  Iowa,  Gary  of  Wisconsin,  and  Gallagher  of  Illinois,  have  quit  their  activi- 
ties for  the  labor  people  on  account  of  our  activities  along  those  and  other  lines,  and  I 
have  been  doing  this  with  the  lowest  possible  cost. 

They  wore  getting  pretty  close  with  you  along  about  this  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Gradually,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  Referring  to  this  room  down  here,  were  Mr. 
McDermott  and  Mr.  McMichael  inclined  to  drink  any? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Was  that  question  asked  by  this  gentleman  here 
[referring  to  Mr.  McCar.ter]  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  saw  him  pass  to  the  end  of  the  table 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  it  is  his  question,  I  refuse  to  answer  it  in  that  way. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  no.     I  ask  if  they  were  inclined  to  drink? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  that  room  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes.     Did  they  keep  liquor  in  that  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Never  had  a  bottle  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  not  that  I  am  aware  of.  I  might  say  that  I  am 
a  temperance  man  myself,  except  as  to  beer,  and  I  take  my  beer 
whenever  I  can  get  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  took  all  their  liquor  down  at  Fritz  Reuter's  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  as  a  rule. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  did  not  go  down  here  to  EngeFs,  did  they? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  they  afterwards  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  met  Mr.  McDermott  there  since  I  have  been  in 
Washington,  at  EngePs.     That  is  the  first  I  ever  saw  him  there. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4287,  dated  Washington,  D.  C,  July  26,  1911, 
and  signed  "Mack,"  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  That  is  a  note  from  McMichael. 

Senator  Reed.  To  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes* 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  as  follows: 

Dear  Friend:  Unable  to  wire  you  last  night,  as  I  was  waiting  to  find  out  what  the 
Committee  on  Labor  was  going  to  do  with  the  eight-hour  bill  and  the  other  matters 
that  the  labor  people  want  this  session. 

After  a  long  conference  it  was  agreed  that  all  they  could  do  this  session  was  to 
report  the  bills  out  and  leave  them  on  the  calendar  until  next  session,  as  the  Demo- 
cratic caucus  will  not  pass  any  other  bills  than  the  cotton  measure  this  time  and 
then  adjourn. 

They  will  try  and  get  away  by  the  15th  of  next  month.  If  you  want  anything  more 
I  will  explain  to-morrow. 

Respectfully,  Mack. 

Is  No.  4288  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Springer,  or 
what  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  It  is  a  letter  that  I  wrote  to  Mr. 
Springer  from  Washington,  I  guess. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  what  you  state  in  that  letter  true,  that  you 
have  been  for  a  great  number  of  years  preaching  against  cuckoo 
clocks  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Oh,  that  is  a  comical  letter  that  I  wrote. 

Senator -Reed.  I  do  not  think  we  need  spend  much  time  on  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4289  is  a  stenographer's  bill. 

Is  4290,  4291  a  copy  of  a  bill  that  you  rendered  this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  are  some  more  " incidentals"  in  here. 

Senator  Reed.  $9.50  on  this  occasion,  for  six  days. 

Is  4292,  4293  a  copy  of  another  bill  that  you  rendered  this  associa- 
tion? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  some  "incidentals"  in  here,  I  see;  four 
days,  $5.75. 

No.  4294  is  another  stenographer's  bill. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  of  those  stenographers7  bills  was  for  work  done 
in  that  room,  Senator.     I  call  your  attention  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  the  stenographers  come  to  the  room  to  take  the 
dictation  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  come  to  the  room  to  take  the  dictation. 
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Senator  Nelson.  These  stenographic  bills  seem  to  be  pretty  large. 
It  is  not  possible  that  some  of  the  McDermott  loans  were  covered  in 
that  way  i 

Mr.  mulhall.  No 

Senator  Reed.  4295-4301  are  personal  letters.  I  have  not  exam- 
ined them  myself,  but  I  suppose  that  is  right. 

Is  No.  4302  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Stratfield,  at  Bridge- 
port, Conn.,  and  it  reads  as  follows: 

.(4302.) 

Bridgeport,  Conn.,  August  24, 11. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Col.  :  The  House  has  adjourned.  I  would  like  to  have  about  two  weeks  off, 
80  I  am  here  in  Bridgeport. 

If  you  have  anything  for  me,  just  send  word  to  my  home,  2223  F  St.  NW.,  Wash., 
D.  C,  &  I  will  return  at  once. 

Trusting  this  will  find  you  enjoying  life  after  this  hard-fought 

*  *  *  *  *  *  -         * 

With  best  wishes  to  you  &  Mrs.  Mulhall,  I  am, 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael, 

tm  F  St.  NW.,  Washington,  2>.  C. 

I  suppose  the  word  " battle"  is  left  off  the  letter.  It  would  read, 
11  after  this  hard-fought  battle." 

Is  No.  4303  another  letter  from  McMichael  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  dated  ''Washington,  D.  C,  September  5, 
1911,"  and  I  read  from  the  letter  the  following  letterhead,  which  does 
not  appear  in  the  print: 

Office  and  Factory,  44  Union  Square. 

Telephone,  3328-2. 

The  Bridgeport  Aeronautical  Company,  sole  owners  of  the  McDermott  monoplane. 

Officers,  Hon.  James  T.  McDermott,  president;  John  M.  Murphy,  vice  president; 
James  J.  O'Malley,  treasurer;  Arthur  B.  Smith,  secretary;  George  H.  Davidson, 
engineer. 

Then  the  printed  date  line  is  "  Bridgeport,  Connecticut,"  but 
written  over  that  in  ink  is  "  Washington,  D.  C,  September  5,  1911." 
The  letter  then  goes  on,  and  is  as  follows  : 

Friend  Col.  :  As  I  have  not  heard  anything  from  you  since  before  Congress  ad- 
journed, &  up  to  this  time  have  received  nothing  from  New  York,  write  to  inquire  if  I 
am  to  write  Mr.  Bird  about  money  or  will  you  attend  to  same  for  me?  I  am  going  to 
New  York  this  week,  and  unless  I  hear  from  you  will  call  on  Mr.  Bird,  only  in  a  sociable 
way. 

Trusting  to  hear  from  you  by  return  mail,  with  best  wishes  to  you  &  Mrs.  Mulhall, 
I  am, 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael, 

tttS  F  St.  NW. 

No.  4304  is  a  letter  to  you  from  Edward  M.  Brown,  is  it  notl 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  something  that  is  out 
of  olace.     This  is  1912. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  it  belongs  there. 

The  Chaikman.  That  will  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Brown  has  no  significance  here  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  the  Gardner  campaign,  in  1912;  but  that  was 
after  I  left  this  organization. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  is  out  of  place,  in  any  event. 

Is  No.  4305  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr.  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  that  letter,  as  follows: 

(4305.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  5, 1911. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Col.  :  Have  you  been  to  N.  Y.  &  what  has  Mr.  Bird  to  say  in  reference  to 
my  money?  I  am  in  a  hole  here  in  Washington,  &  if  you  could  send  me  a  check  I  can 
get  on  my  feet. 

Have  waited  for  to  all  this  week.  You  understand  the  position  I  am  in,  trying  to 
make  ends  meet. 

Hoping  to  hear  from  you  by  return  mail,  I  am, 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael. 

Did  you  get  that  letter  from  McMichael  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  next,  No.  4306,  should  be  stricken  out. 
The  Chairman.  That  will  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4307  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  that  is  worth  reading. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is. 

The  Chairman.  At  least  the  first  paragraph. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it: 

(4307.) 

Baltimore,  October  IS, 1911. 
Mr.  I.  H.  McMichael, 

222S  F  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mac:  After  receiving  your  telephone  message  last  week  I  went  to  New 
York  the  next  day  and  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Bird,  and  he  told  me  to  see  that 
you  were  fixed  up  according  to  the  agreement  that  I  made  with  you. 

I  iust  got  home  last  night  and  am  busily  engaged  at  the  present  time  with  the  Mary- 
land campaign,  and  expect  to  do  some  running  around  for  the  next  few  days.  If  you 
will  write  me  when  you  are  coming  over  I  will  be  pleased  at  any  time  to  see  you  and 
straighten  matters  out  with  you.  I  will  be  in  Baltimore  Saturday  and  Sunday,  and 
if  you  can  come  over  on  Sunday  I  will  be  pleased  to  see  you. 

So  hoping  to  hear  from  you  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  by  wire  or  otherwise; 
believe  me. 

Very  sincerely,  yours. 

This  first  letter  of  McMichael  to  you  about  seeing  Bird  about  the 
money  is  dated  September  5.     The  second  letter  inquiring  whether 

Jou  had  seen  Bird  is  dated  October  5,  and  the  third  letter,  which  I 
ave  just  read,  is  dated  October  13.     It  speaks  of  a  telephone  message 
from  McMichael  to  you.     Had  McMichael  telephoned  you? 
You  refer  there  to  some  telephone  message.     You  say: 

After  receiving  your  telephone  message  last  week,  etc. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  he  telephone  you  about? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  telephoned  me  about  two  months'  salary  that 
he  claimed  they  were  behind  in  paying  him.  At  this  time  they  agreed 
to  keep  McMicnael  on  the  roll  tne  entire  year  round.  Formerly  they 
only  used  to  pay  him  when  Congress  was  in  session. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  go  to  New  York  and  have  an  interview 
with  Mr.  Bird  about  it,  as  stated  in  that  letter? 
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Mr.  Mumiall.  I  believe  I  did.  I  think  the  correspondence  will 
show  that. 

The  Chairman.  No.  4309  shows  that. 

Senator  Reed.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  whether  you  went  to  New 
York  and  told  Mr.  Bird  that  Mr.  McMichael  was  clamoring  for  his 
money? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  Yes;  I  certainly  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Bird  what  services  he  had  ren- 
dered I 

Mr.  Muliiall.  Yes;  he  was  well  aware  of  it  at  aL  times. 

Senator  Rekd.  No.  4308  is  another  letter  from  McMichael,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Muliiall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  reads  as  follows: 

House  of  Representatives,  U.  S., 
Committee  on  Agriculture, 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  16, 1911. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mi'lhall,  Baltimore,  Sfd.: 


nnout  in  i>:i£t'M,  or  I  can  get  the  report  from  the  court  and  send  it  on  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
mun  mul  no  ran  return  it  to  mo  ainietinie  later. 

The  department  will  mail  this  dav  to  you  and  Dr.  Dunton  a  copy  No.  2  and  3  Bul- 
letin of  the  (lovernment  Hospital  for  the  Insane.  This  coven  all  up  to  this  time. 
Let  me  hear  from  you  al>out  tfie  Supreme  Court  report. 

That  was  evidently  a  book  containing  a  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  McMichael  got  that  and 
forwarded  it  on  i 

Mr.  Mri.ii.vM..  Yes,  he  did:  and  it  was  returned  as  directed. 

Senator  Kkkd.  In  regard  to  this  salary  of  McMichael,  I  will  ask 
vou  if  you  did  afterwards  secure  the  money  for  McMichael  and  pay 
lain  i 

Mr.  Mi-uiAi.t..  Yes. 

Senator  Kkko.  Who  pave  you  the  monev  to  pav  to  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mil. mm  i..   It  was  under  the  instructions  of  3.  Philip  Bird. 

Senator  Ukki>.  Where  did  you  sret  the  money  from? 

Mr.  Mri.u am..  Front  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Kkkd.  1  hand  you  now  No.  4309  and  ask  you  if  that  is 
Mr.  McMichael's  receipt  for  that  money  i 

Mr.  Ml  i. ham.  ^aftcr  examination"1.  Yes. 

Senator  Ukki>.   I  will  read  that.     It  is  as  follows: 

4**V 

Haiti  more,  Md.,  October  16, 1911. 

Kivei\e*i  irom  M.  \t  \l»:l!'.aU  $UV.«V.  euo  hundred  dollars,  for  services  rendered 
Sopl   and  iVt  .  hut 

I.  H.  McMichael. 

Old  McMiciiael  *i£ii  that  i:\  v«»ur  presence  * 
Mr.  Mil  n  vi  i     Yes 

Senator  Kkkiv  U  ISIO  \*\\  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  vou  wrote  Mr. 
Nird <  ... 

Mr    Viiiiui    lifter  exatni-atio:-.  .   Yvs 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that  letter,  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  You  will  please  find  enclosed  a  copy  of  my  resignation,  which 
I  have  mailed  to  Mr.  Kirby  this  p.  m.  I  suggested  to  Mr.  Kirby  at  my  interview 
with  him  yesterday  morning  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria  that  I  would  send  in  my  resig- 
nation to  take  effect  this  week,  but  at  his  suggestion  I  shall  remain  in  the  organization 
until  the  first  day  of  January,  1912. 

I  came  back  to  Baltimore  to  continue  the  work  that  I  was  doing,  as  I  feel  that  it  will 
be  more  effective  to  bring  good  results  to  the  organization  than  anything  else  I  can  do 
for  the  balance  of  the  campaign  that  is  now  on.  I  am  subject  to  your  orders,  as  you  . 
know,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Kirby,  until  my  resignation  takes  effect,  and  if  you  wish 
to  change  my  work  in  any  way  I  will  be  pleased  to  hear  from  you.  I  shall  do  all  I ' 
possibly  can  to  make  friends  for  our  association  at  all  times,  in  or  out  of  it,  and  as  I 
expect  to  start  in  business  again  around  the  fore  part  of  next  year  I  shall  be  always 
pleased  to  hear  from  or  to  serve  the  leaders  of  our  association. 

I  was  in  the  brush  manufacturing  business  in  this  city  for  two  years,  1901-2,  and 
was  very  successful,  making  over  $5,000  the  first  year  I  started,  and  I  am  positive  I 
can  meet  with  the  same  success  again  alone:  the  same  lines.  I  own  some  patents  on  ' 
brushes  which  will  fall  into  my  hands  again  about  this  time,  and  after  I  leave  our 
association  I  shall  open  up  a  factory  in  this  city  and  make  a  strong  effort  to  make  my 
business  a  success.  I  feel  I  can  accomplish  better  results  for  myself  by  remaining  in 
this  city  and  attending  to  my  business  and  keeping  in  a  sense  with  the  political 
affairs  of  this  State,  than  what  I  can  by  running  around  for  the  salary  that  I  receive 
from  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  I  am  sorry  for  the  deal  that  I  received 
on  Monday  last,  for  I  did  not  expect  to  be  brought  before  the  executive  board  of  our 
organization  to  defend  myself  for  representing  in  the  canvass  in  Maine  the  United 
States  Brewers'  Association,  or,  in  otner  words,  as  Mr.  Kirby  said,  for  the  Wets.  I 
thought  I  was  to  answer  the  charge  of  putting  Mr.  Kimbell  in  the  field,  and  for  that 
reason  I  had  some  letters  prepared  to  prove  that  my  statements  made  concerning  Mr. 
Kimbell  were  correct,  ana  I  was  given  to  understand  by  you  that  the  principal  accu- 
sation against  me  would  be  my  loud  talking  in  your  office  several  weeks  ago,  so  for 
that  reason  I  was  not  prepared  to  answer  any  charge  for  representing  or  lending  my 
efforts  to  defeat  prohibition  in  Maine.  All  I  did  was  for  the  benefit  of  our  association 
and  I  feel  time  will  vindicate  me,  for  I  worked  to  please  the  leaders  of  one  of  the 
strongest  organizations  there  is  in  the  United  States,  and  I  thought  by  so  doing  I 
would  bring  splendid  results  to  our  own  association.  My  efforts  in  Maine  were  of  no 
benefit  to  myself,  and  the  only  effort  that  I  thought  I  accomplished  by  going  to  Maine 
was  to  pay  back  debts  to  our  friends  in  Washington  and  to  make  new  friends  for  the 
organization  that  I  have  given  the  best  ten  years  of  my  life  to. 

I  will  close  this  letter  by  stating  that  if  I  can  be  of  any  use  toward  winning  over 
our  friends  in  Washington  to  help  our  organization  or  to  help  Mr.  Emery  in  any  effort 
he  may  make  this  winter,  believe  me,  1  shall  be  ready  and  willing  to  do  all  I  can 
to  accomplish  this  fact. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  suggest  that  it  is  5  o'clock  and 
that  we  ought  to  adjourn  at  this  point. 

Senator  Nelson.  Before  we  aajourn  I  would  like  to  ask  him  a 
question  or  two  about  this  letter. 

It  appears  from  this  letter  that  you  fell  out  with  this  association. 
What  was  the  trouble  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  letter  fully  explains  itself.  In  the  first  place, 
I  was  sent  down  to  Maine  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr. 
McDermott,  and  I  was  given  a  list  of  names  of  prominent  workers 
down  there  to  see  and  ask  them  to  keep  as  far  as  they  possibly  could 
out  of  the  prohibition  fight,  or  out  of  the  resubmission  fight.  While 
down  there  I  met  a  gentleman  named  Kimball,  who  took  a  very  active 
part  in  the  Littlefield  campaign  of  1906.  Mr.  Kimball  notified  me 
that  he  was  going  to  run  m  Mr.  Littlefield's  district  again  for  the 
nomination,  because  the  party  that  had  been  filling  the  ollice  there  had 
stated  that  he  would  not  run  again.  I  supported  Mr.  Kimball  in  a 
way,  and  when  I  came  back  I  was  charged  ty  Mr.  Bird,  the  general 
manager,  with  having  taken  upon  myself  more  authority  than  waa. 
given  to  me  or  to  the  president  of  the  organization,  and  he  commenced 
to  read  me  a  lecture  in  his  office. 
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Senator  Nelson.  On  the  work  in  Maine  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  resented  his  system  of  going  after  me.  and 
did  use  loud  language  in  his  room,  and  so  I  did  not  know  whether  I 
was  brought  out  on  the  Kimball  charge,  as  that  letter  states,  or  on 
the  charge  of  talkingloud  in  Mr.  Bird^  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  hand  in  your  resignation  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  on  the  23d  of  October  I  was  notified  that  I 
would  be  brought  before  the  board,  and  the  next  day  I  tendered  my 
resignation. 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  you  brought  before  the  board  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  on  the  charge  stated. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  happened  to  you  before  the  board? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  what  happened  to  me.  That  evening 
after  I  was  brought  before  the  board  I  nad  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Parry  in  his  room  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria,  and  I  tried  to  learn  from 
Mr.  rarry  what  took  place  before  the  board.  Mr.  Parry  stated  in  a 
very  brief  way  that  they  were  after  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  If  we  are  going  into  that  matter  I  imagine  that  it 
will  take  some  little  time,  and  if  it  is  agreeable  I  would  like  to  adjourn 
at  this  point. 

Senator  Nelson.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  lite  to  explain  it  fully  to-morrow  morning 
or  any  other  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  did  not  think  when  I  asked  the  question  that  it 
would  take  him  so  long  to  explain  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  have  these  other  letters  referred  to. 

Mr.  McCarteb.  I  have  sent  for  them,  and  they  no  doubt  will  be 
here. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  until  10.30  o'clock  to-morrow 
morning. 

(Thereupon,  at  5.05  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  adjourned 
until  to-morrow,  Tuesday,  July  29,  1913,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.) 


TUESDAY,  JULY  29,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 
Present:  Senators  Overman    (Chairman),   Reed,   Walsh,   Nelson, 
and  Cummins. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MABTUT  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Resumed. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Nelson,  when  we  closed  yesterday  you 
were  examining  Mr.  Mulhall.    We  had  his  letter  of  resignation. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  was  examining  him  on  4310-4311.  In  this 
letter,  Mr.  Mulhall,  it  seems  that  you  got  in  a  disagreement  and  were 
going  to  resign,  and  I  was  asking  you  yesterday  what  was  the  trouble, 
what  the  disagreement  was  about,  and  you  proceeded  to  make  some 


MAINTENANCE  OP  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3373 

explanation,  but  I  did  not  exactly  get  a  clear  idea  of  what  you  stated. 
Will  you  please  state  what  the  trouble  was  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Shall  I  state  it  over  again,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  State  it  as  briefly  as  you  can. 

Senator  Walsh.  Pardon  me,  Senator;  T  have  looked  ahead  at  the 
letters,  and  I  take  this  occasion  to  say  that  both  sides  of  the  con- 
troversy are  given  in  the  letters — Mr.  MulhalFs  side  and  the  other. 

Senator  Nelson.  Subsequently  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  I  will  not  go  into  it  now. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  simply  make  that  suggestion  to  you.  Perhaps 
you  care  to  go  on? 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  not  if  the  letters  show  it. 

The  Chairman.  There  are  letters  about  it  on  both  sides,  and  you 
may  cross-examine  him  if  you  desire. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  can  cross-examine  him  about  it  when  the 
letters  are  read. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  letter  is  No.  4313. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  say  for  the  record  that  No.  4312  is  a  duplicate 
of  No.  4310. 

No.  4313  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  Please  accept  this  as  my  resignation  as  field  agent  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  to  take  effect  the  first  day  of  January,  1912.  On 
that  date  I  will  have  served  in  the  above  capacity  for  ten  years,  and  I  am  positive  that 
for  that  period  of  time  I  have  been  completely  successful  in  every  undertaking  given 
to  me  by  our  association.  My  advancement  for  those  ten  years  has  been  backward 
instead  of  forward,  so  it  seems  that  there  has  been  very  little  appreciation  shown  to  the 
efforts  I  have  made  by  the  organization,  and  after  my  interview  with  the  executive 
board  on  the  23d  inst.  I  feel  fully  satisfied  that  my  usefulness  in  this  organization  is 
about  over.  I  am  perfectly  confident  that  had  I  resigned  a  year  and  a  half  ago,  as  I 
wished  to  do,  and  so  informed  you  about  that  time,  my  services  would  have  been 
sought  before  this  by  our  association .  I  feel  sorry  that  I  am  leaving  the  organization 
when  a  very  strenuous  fight  will  be  forced  upon  it  after  the  meeting  of  Congress  this 
year;  but  lam  perfectly  satisfied  to  leave  the  work  I  am  doing  in  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Emery  and  Mr.  Bird,  and  before  a  year  passes  away  I  will  be  fully  vindicated  by  the 
results  that  will  be  accomplished. 

Closing  with  very  best  wishes  for  yourself  and  the  organization  and  my  friends 
therein,  believe  me  to  be. 

Very  respectfully,  yours. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  one  question  about  that.  In  this 
letter  you  make  this  statement : 

I  am  perfectly  confident  that  had  I  resigned  a  year  and  a  half  ago,  as  I  wished  to 
do;  and  so  informed  you  about  that  time,  my  services  would  have  been  sought  before 
this  by  our  association. 

What  did  you  refer  to  by  the  words  "our  association' '  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  I 
meant  that  organization.  From  the  time  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  left 
the  organization,  after  the  time  Kirby  and  Bird  took  charge  of  it. 
As  I  have  stated  before,  when  they  took  charge  of  it.  thev  started  a 
campaign  of  secrecy,  and  about  a  year  and  a  half  before  that  I 
wished  to  get  out  when  I  understood,  that  was  to  be  the  program 
that  was  to  be  carried  through. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  that  this  does  not  relate  to  any  other  asso- 
ciation ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  this  letter  the  association  is  twice  referred  to 
as  "our  association."     It  says: 

And  I  am  positive  that  for  that  period  of  time  I  have  been  completely  successful  in 
every  undertaking  given  to  me  by  our  association. 

STATEMENT  OF  HON.  OSCAB  W.  UNDERWOOD. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Underwood,  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
desires  to  make  a  statement,  and  we  will  suspend  to  listen  to  him. 

Senator  Reed.  With  the  utmost  respect  for  Mr.  Underwood — and 
he  is  only  following  the  precedent  set  heretofore — I  want  to  make 
this  suggestion:  I  do  not  know  of  a  word  in  this  record  that  reflects 
upon  Mr.  Underwood — not  one  word — and  the  witness  took  occasion 
to  explain  one  or  two  statements  in  his  letters. 

Members  of  Congress  come  in  here,  make  a  short  statement,  and  go 
away.  Unless  Mr.  Underwood  really  feels  that  he  ought  at  this  time 
to  speak,  I  would  rather  he  would  wait. 

Mr.  Underwood.  Senator,  of  course  this  is  a  matter  that  rests  with 
the  committee.  I  have  come  here  in  the  public  interest.  Is  this 
man's  name  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Mr.  Underwood.  Well,  I  never  saw  him  before  in  my  life.  This  is 
the  first  time  I  ever  saw  him.  Of  course  he  may  have  seen  me.  But 
I  think  that  in  the  interest  of  the  public  a  man  who  takes  liberties 
with  public  men  as  he  does,  ought  to  be  confronted. 

I  saw  in  the  paper  a  day  or  two  ago  that  he  stated  that  the  janitor 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  was  in  his  employ — in  the  employ 
of  his  people.  I  sent  for  the  janitor  and  asked  him  if  that  statement 
was  true.  He  said  it  was  not.  Ho  said  that  during  the  time  of  the 
Payne  bill  hearings  Mr.  Mulhall  had  been  there  sometimes  to  get  docu- 
ments, and  that  he  had  furnished  him  with  some  documents,  as  he  did 
other  people  who  came  to  the  committee  to  get  public  documents, 
and  once  Mr.  Mulhall  gave  him  $2  and  told  him  to  go  and  buy  some 
cigars  with  it;  and  that  that  was  the  only  thing  that  Mr.  Mulhall  had 
ever  paid  to  him;  that  he  was  not  on  his  pay  roll;  that  the  only 
money  he  had  received  was  what  I  have  stated.  I  wrote  a  letter  to 
the  chairman  of  your  committee,  and  sent  the  janitor  over  here. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  hear  the  janitor 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  asked  him  to  make  that  statement.  You 
referred  it  back  and  said  you  wanted  it  to  go  before  Mr.  Garrett's 
committee — the  House  committee.  I  think,  gentlemen,  when  men 
get  up  here  and  make  statements  of  that  kind  it  is  only  a  matter  of 
justice  that  a  witness  of  that  kind  be  confronted.  Now,  I  tell  you 
that  as  far  as  I  know — of  course  I  meet  a  great  many  men  whom  I 
do  not  know.  I  do  not  know  what  he  has  said  in  these  letters  that 
he  has  written;  I  have  not  read  them;  I  only  know  what  I  have  read 
in  the  papers;  but  I  regard  a  man  of  this  kind  as  purely  a  blackmailer, 
who  evidently  has  been  blackmailing  men  in  authority. 

But  that  man  has  never  been  in  my  committee  room  since  I  was 
chairman  of  the  committee.  I  asked  the  janitor,  who  knows  better 
than  I  do,  and  has  a  better  memory,  if  he  had  seen  him  around  there 
since  the  Committee  on  Ways  anil  Means  was  appointed,  since  the 
Democrats  came  into  power. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  testimony  to  the  effect 
that  he  ever  was  in  your  committee. 

Mr.  Underwood.  What  I  want  to  do  is  to  make  the  statement 
clear.  The  janitor  of  that  committee  is  willing  to  come  here,  and  he 
states  to  me  that  this  man  has  never  been  to  that  committee  room 
since  the  Democrats  came  into  power. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  make  this  statement,  Mr.  Underwood.  I 
do  it  with  the  extremest  courtesy.  This  committee  will  call  before  it 
in  due  time  the  janitor  to  whom  you  refer,  and  examine  him,  I  think. 
At  least,  I  shall  vote  to  do  that;  but  there  are  other  men  who  have 
made  some  denials  here — I  refer  to  subordinates — and  one  of  them 
made  some  denials  to  me  and  I  afterwards  saw  his  personal  receipt 
for  money  paid.  Therefore  I  would  prefer,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
to  examine  the  witness,  and  in  the  interest  of  the  public  that  seems  to 
be  the  proper  way. 

As  far  as  your  own  statement  is  concerned,  Mr.  Underwood,  that 
is  different.  That  is  a  matter  of  your  own  knowledge.  You  make 
the  statement  that  this  man  is  a  blackmailer.  To  blackmail  means 
that  some  threat  has  been  held  over  a  person  for  the  purpose  of  extort- 
ing money.     Do  you  know  of  that  having  been  done  ? 

Mr.  Underwood.  No ;  but  I  conclude  that  from  his  testimony  here. 
I  say  he  makes  statements  of  this  kind.  I  mean  that  he  is  blackmail- 
ing his  own  people.  I  think  he  was  simply  getting  the  money  out  of 
his  own  people. 

I  do  not  ask  anything  else  of  this  committee.  I  do  not  want  to 
make  a  statement  that  is  not  under  oath. 

Senator  Reed.  We  are  willing  to  take  your  statement  without 
your  having  been  sworn. 

Mr.  Underwood.  Yes;  but  I  prefer  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  crossexamine  me  while  I  am  under  oath. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  to  be  put  in  a  wrong  light.  1  am 
not  criticizing  you.  I  simply  think  that  to  break  in  on  a  witness's 
testimony,  as  so  frequently  has  been  done,  makes  a  diversion  that  is  not 
in  the  interest  of  getting  at  the  facts.  This  committee  has  no  interest 
in  Mr.  Mulhall;  this  committee  has  no  interest  in  anything  except  to 

fet  the  truth;  and  before  we  get  that  we  expect  to  have  everybody 
ere.  If  any  public  man,  like  yourself,  feels  that  there  has  been  a 
a  reflection  made  upon  him,  that  is  a  different  matter. 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  do  not  know  that  any  reflection  has  been  made 
upon  me.  I  saw  in  the  newspapers  this  morning  that  this  man  said 
he  had  had  conversations  witn  me.  He  may  have  had  conversations 
with  me,  and  yet  that  may  have  been  no  reflection  whatever.  All  I 
want  to  say  to  the  committee  is  that  he  has  not;  that  that  statement 
is  a  lie — that  he  has  not  had  any  conversation  with  mo. 

Senator  Cummins.  We  have  been  in  the  habit  heretofore  of  inter- 
rupting the  statement  of  a  witness  with  the  examination  of  another 
witness — of  some  other  gentleman  who  desired  to  be  heard.  If  Mr. 
Underwood  desires  to  make  a  statement  at  this  time,  I  think  he  ought 
to  be  permitted  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  reason  I  suspended  operations  here, 
because  we  have  heretofore  interrupted  the  examination  of  witnesses 
to  hear  statements  of  other  gentlemen. 

The  colored  man  to  whom  Mr.  Underwood  refers  did  come  with  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Underwood,  and  I  told  him  that  I  would  be  glad  to 
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give  him  a  hearing,  and  suggested  to  him  that  there  was  an  investi- 
gation going  on  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  or  that  it  would  go 
on  after  we  closed,  and  that  he  could  be  heard  here  or  that  he  could 
be  heard  before  Mr.  Garrett's  committee,  just  as  he  pleased;  that 
if  he  desired  to  be  heard  here  I  would  see  Jir.  Underwood  in  person 
about  it,  as  I  intended  to  do,  and  I  would  give  him  a  hearing  here, 
but  he  could  use  his  pleasure  about  being  heard  by  the  House  com- 
mittee or  the  Senate  committee. 

Mr.  Underwood.  Of  course  I  am  subject  to  a  call  to  come  back, 
if  you  do  not  want  to  hear  me  now;  but  I  am  a  busy  man.  and  it 
would  be  a  convenience  to  me  to  have  you  swear  me  now  ana  let  me 
make  mv  statement.     It  will  take  onlv  a  minute  or  two. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall  read  here  yesterday  indicated  that  he  had 
quite  an  interview  with  vou,  Mr.  Underwood,  and  that  afterwards  he 
modified  that  and  said  tfcat  he  had  only  met  you  in  the  corridor  and 
asked  vou  about  this  bill,  and  that  you  had  made  a  reply  to  him. 

Mr.  TMulhall.  It  was  not  about  a  bill 

The  Chairman.  I  will  ask  the  witness  to  not  interrupt. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  the  letter  read. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  the  letter  ought  to  be  read  in  the  pres- 
ence of  Mr.  Underwood. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  swear  you,  Mr.  Underwood. 

(The  chairman  then  administered  the  oath  to  Mr.  Underwood.) 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  you  wait  until  we  get  the  letter,  so 
that  you  may  be  informed  of  what  is  in  the  letter. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  the  letter  here.  It  is  4173,  4174,  and  is  as 
follows : 

(4173,  4174.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  4,  1911. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  Yours  of  March  30th  has  been  received.  In  relation  to  the 
three  bound  copies  of  the  Criminal  Code  which  I  sent  you,  your  distribution  of  them 
is  all  right.  If  you  have  sent  a  copy  to  Judge  Spear  I  shall  see  that  you  get  one  with 
your  own  name  upon  it  in  the  very  near  future,  and  the  balance  of  the  forty-nine  I 
promised  I  shall  send  on  to  you  just  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  relation  to  the  document  1  sent  to  Mr.  George  T.  Coppins,  I  sent  it  to  him  direct, 
but  I  merely  mentioned  the  fact  that  he  had  requested  it,  so  that  if  the  request  came 
to  the  New  York  office  you  would  know  that  he  was  supplied. 

I  have  carefully  kept  in  touch  with  the  situation  nere  in  Washington,  and  the 
present  committees  of  the  House  have  all  been  appointed.  We  have  lost  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Labor.  Wilson  has  been  appointed.  Of  course,  this  will 
be  a  drawback  to  us,  but  at  an  interview  that  I  had  with  Mr.  Underwood  yesterday 
morning  he  stated  that  he  could  not  do  otherwise,  as  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  had  no  other  candidate  before  it  but  Wilson,  and  that  every  Member  that  had 
formerly  been  on  that  committee  had  positively  refused  and  declined  to  serve  upon 
it  again,  and  that  Mr.  Hughes  placed  Mr.  Wilson's  name  in  nomination  on  last  Thurs- 
day, and  that  Mr.  Wilson  was  unanimously  elected  by  the  committee,  as  there  was 
no  other  name  before  it. 

Mr.  Underwood  stated  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  been  appointed  by  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  to  serve  as  eliairman  of  the  Committee  on  Census,  but  at  the  request 
of  several  organizations  of  labor  he  had  withdrawn  from  that  committee  and  accepted 
the  appointment  of  chairman  of  Committee  on  Labor.  Notwithstanding  the  ap- 
pointment of  Wilson  as  chairman,  I  feel  positive  that  we  will  be  able  to  control  the 
committee,  for  Wilson  is  the  only  real  labor  appointee  upon  the  committee,  and  from 
tjie  canvass  that  I  have  started  to  make  among  the  members  of  the  committee  I  feel 
positive  that  we  will  be  able,  in  a  sense,  to  control  it. 
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The  Judiciary  Committee  is  entirely  our  way,  and  at  an  interview  I  had  with  Mr. 
Emery  this  morning  I  differed  with  him  slightly,  and  from  all  present  indications, 
as  I  told  him,  I  feel  sure  that  we  will  be  able  to  hold  our  own  in  tne  next  House,  ana 
should  be  satisfied  with  the  committee  appointments  as  made. 

Mr.  Emery  told  me  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  over  here  last  week,  and  had  seen  Mr. 
Underwood,  and  from  the  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Underwood  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr. 
Emery,  I  feel  satisfied  tliat  Mr.  Underwood  has  done  everything  he  possibly  could  to 
help  us  out.  I  think  it  is  a  very  good  indication,  as  shown,  that  none  of  our  Demo- 
cratic friends  wanted  to  serve  upon  the  Labor  Committee.  This  is  an  entire  reversal 
of  the  situation  as  it  was  a  few  years  ago,  for  formerly  all  the  labor  agitators  wanted  to 
get  on  that  committee;  but  at  the  present,  as  Mr.  Underwood  stated,  it  was  almost 
utterly  impossible  to  get  a  man  to  serve  as  chairman  upon  that  committee.  I  agree 
with  Mr.  Emery  that  the  situation  will  need  close  watching  for  some  time,  but  I  look 
for  very  little  effort  from  our  labor  friends  at  the  present  session  of  Congress.  I  am 
doing  all  I  possibly  can  to  retain  our  old  Republican  friends  upon  the  Labor  Committee, 
and  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Gardner  yesterday,  and  I  hope  that  he  and 
Mr.  Vreeland  will  stay  upon  it.  If  they  do,  we  will  have  a  good  fighting  force, 
which  I  feel  positive  we  shall  win  with. 

Senator  Reed.  In  connection  with  that  I  desire  to  read  what  Mr. 
Mulhall  said  about  that.  On  yesterday  he  interrupted  the  reading  of 
the  letter  after  the  reading  of  the  following  expression: 

I  am  doing  all  I  possibly  can  to  retain  our  old  Republican  friends  upon  the  Labor 
Committee,  and  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Gardner  yesterday,  and  I  hope  that 
he  and  Mr.  Vreeland  will  stav  upon  it.  If  they  do,  we  will  have  a  good  fighting  force, 
which  I  feel  positive  we  shall  win  with. 

I  now  read  from  the  testimony  as  given  yesterday,  beginning  at 
page  64  of  the  reporter's  transcript: 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say,  in  relation  to  Mr.  Underwood,  that  I  simply  met 
Mr.  Underwood  in  the  lobby  on  the  House  side  and  merely  asked  him  that  question 
about  placing  Mr.  Wilson  on  the  Labor  Committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  what  you  said  in  this  letter  is  not  true,  "I  had  an  interview 
with  Mr.  Underwood  yesterday  morning,"  etc.? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Does  that  say  I  did  not  have  an  interview? 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  you  say  you  had  an  interview. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  I  did  and  I  am  explaining  it.  It  was  merely  a  casual  meeting 
in  the  lobby  of  the  House,  and  I  never  attempted  to  see  Mr.  Underwood.  I  was 
simply  asking  the  gentleman  for  information,  and  he  gave  it  like  a  gentleman  would. 

Senator  Nelson.  Well,  here  you  state  in  this  letter: 

"Mr.  Underwood  stated  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  been  appointed  by  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  to  serve  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Census,  but  at  the  request 
of  several  organizations  of  labor  he  had  withdrawn  from  that  committee  and  accepted 
the  appointment  of  chairman  of  Committee  on  Labor." 

Dia  Mr.  Underwood  tell  you  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  my  best  memory,  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  you  go  on  as  follows: 

"Notwithstanding  the  appointment  of  Wilson  as  chairman,  I  feel  positive  that  we 
will  be  able  to  control  the  committee,  for  Wilson  is  the  only  real  labor  appointee  upon 
the  committee,  and  from  the  canvass  that  I  have  started  to  make  among  the  members 
of  the  committee  I  feel  positive  that  we  will  be  able,  in  a  sense,  to  control  it." 

Was  that  true? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  not  accomplished.    I  worked  as  I  said  in  that  report. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  speak  about  the  Judiciary  Committee.    You  say: 

"The  Judiciary  Committee  is  entirely  our  way,  and  at  an  interview  I  nad  with  Mr. 
Emery  this  morning  I  differed  with  him  slightly,  and  from  all  present  indications, 
as  I  told  him,  I  feel  sure  that  we  will  be  able  to  hold  our  own  in  tne  next  House,  and 
should  be  satisfied  with  the  committee  appointments  as  made." 

Was  not  Mr.  Clayton,  of  Alabama,  chairman  of  that  committee? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  found  out  I  was  entirely  wrong.  I  was  optimistic,  and 
you  will  find  that  later  reports  show  that  I  found  I  was  too  optimistic,  and  entirely 
wrong. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  simply  guessing  at  this? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  guessing  at  it  at  that  time;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say,  further: 
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"Mr.  Emery  told  me  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  over  here  last  week,  and  had  seen  Mr. 
Underwood,  and  from  the  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Underwood  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr. 
Emery,  I  feel  satisfied  that  Mr.  Underwood  has  done  everything  he  possibly  could 
to  help  us  out." 

Mr.  mulhall.  I  understood  that  Mr.  Kirby  had  protested  to  Mr.  Underwood 
against  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Wilson,  which  I  did  myself.  My  object  in  meeting 
Mr.  Underwood  was  to  protest  against  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Wilson,  because  I 
thought 

Senator  Nelson.  What  about  this  statement: 

"I  think  it  is  a  very  good  indication,  as  shown,  that  none  of  our  Democratic  friends 
wanted  to  serve  upon  the  Labor  Committee." 

What  is  the  basis  of  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  basis  was  strictly  correct.  The  men  on  the  committee  before 
did  not  want  to  serve. 

Senator  Nelson.  Democratic  members? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  Republicans  as  well. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all  I  care  to  ask  on  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  the  best  estimate  you  were  able  to  make  at  that  time,  and 
you  wrote  it  in  good  faith? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Underwood.  Mr.  Chairman,  of  course  what  he  says  in  that 
letter  which  the  chairman  read  does  not  directly  reflect  upon  me. 
That  all  might  be  true,  and  yet  it  would  not  show  that  I  had  done 
an  improper  thing  in  the  matter.  What  I  make  this  statement  for 
is  not  to  correct  myself,  because  the  statement  could  go  without  correc- 
tion. I  can  easily  see  that.  But  here  is  a  man  who  writes  a  letter 
and  makes  a  statement  to  a  great  manufacturing  association  about 
what  public  men  are  doing,  and  the  letter  itself  manifestly  shows 
that  ho  has  been  lying  to  them  about  it. 

So  far  as  Mr.  Emery  is  concerned,  I  will  say  that  I  do  not  know  Mr. 
Emery.  I  would  not  know  him  if  I  saw  him.  If  I  have  ever  met  him 
I  have  no  recollection  of  having  done  so.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
ever  talked  to  him.  Of  course  sometimes  I  meet  men  in  the  corridors 
of  hotels,  or  somewhere  else,  and  I  shake  hands  with  them  casually, 
and  I  may  have  met  Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  say  that  I  did  not.  I 
would  not  know  him  if  I  should  see  him.  I  recall  no  conversation 
that  I  ever  had  with  him,  and  I  know  positively  that  I  never  talked 
to  Mr.  Emery  about  this  matter  at  all,  nor  did  I  talk  to  Mr.  Mulhall 
about  this  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  does  not  say  that  you  talked  to  Mr.  Em- 
ery. The  letter  says  that  Mr.  Kirby  reported  that  he  had  talked 
with  you. 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Kirby.  I  have  never  met 
him.  I  would  not  know  him  if  I  should  see  him.  If  he  is  in  the  room, 
I  do  not  know  who  he  is.  I  have  never  come  in  contact  with  any  of 
these  men.  My  prodelictions  have  not  been  their  way,  and  they 
have  not  been  around.  I  do  not  know  them.  Of  course,  I  would 
not  say  that  I  have  not  met  some  men  in  the  corridor  of  a  hotel  and 
shaken  hands  with  them  and  gone  on,  overlooking  the  name.  I  may 
have  been  introduced  to  Mr.  Kirby.  Those  men  have  never  been  to 
my  office — none  of  thosi*  men  mentioned  in  that  letter.  They  have 
never  conversed  with  me  anywhere  about  this  subject.  That  whole 
statement  is  a  lie,  made  up  out  of  whole  cloth,  about  them  all. 

To  show  you  that  this  man  was  simply  lying  to  the  people  to  whom 
he  was  writing,  let  us  take  his  statement  about  Mr.  Wilson.  Of 
course  I  was  chairman  of  the  committee  that  made  up  the  committees 
of  the  House.     There  was  never  any  question  about  Mr.  Wilson's 
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selection  as  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  and  his  selec- 
tion was  made  solely  because  of  his  eminent  fitness.  He  was  regarded 
as  a  conservative,  level-headed,  safe  man.  He  was  also  a  labor  man, 
and  we  believed  that  the  labor  people  of  this  country  would  feel  that 
we  had  given  them  a  fair  representative  at  the  head  of  that  commit- 
tee; and  yet,  at  the  same  time,  we  felt  that  Mr.  Wilson  could  be 
depended  upon  as  an  honest,  safe  man  to  do  what  was  right.  That 
was  the  reason  he  was  put  there.  There  was  never  any  issue  made 
about  Mr.  Wilson  going  on  that  committee.  This  man  said  that  Mr. 
Wilson  was  first  proposed  to  be  made  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Census,  and  that  I  so  told  him.  There  was  never  any  such  thing 
occurred.  You  could  send  for  every  man  who  is  a  Democratic 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  and  he  will  tell  you 
that  there  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  that  statement.  It  was  never 
thought  of.  Mr.  Wilson  was  never  considered  for  a  moment  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Census.  The  first  time  that  I 
ever  heard  of  that  was  when  you  read  that  letter.  That  being  the 
case,  it  is  evident  that  even  in  casual  conversation  I  could  not  have 
mentioned  a  thing  of  that  kind,  because  it  is  absolutely  not  the  fact. 

It  is  clear  from  this  letter  that  this  man  was  simply  writing  to 
these  people  trying  to  convince  them  that  he  was  down  here  doing 
something  to  earn  nis  money,  and  he  was  writing  up  about  this  con- 
versation that  never  occurred. 

When  a  man  is  posing  in  public  life  and  is  trying  to  gold  brick  his 
own  employers  by  stating  things  that  are  absolutely  untrue,  I  think 
the  public  should  be  made  aware  of  that  fact. 

This  man  never  saw  me  except  to  see  me  pass  down  the  corridor. 
I  never  had  a  conversation  with  him  in  my  life.  Not  only  do  I  say 
that  his  statement  in  his  letter  is  false,  but  the  very  fact  that  he  says 
I  said  what  he  attributes  to  me  can  be  disproved  by  every  Democratic 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  ana  Means  that  you  choose  to 
call — except  the  bare  fact  that  we  were  unanimous  in  selecting 
Mr.  Wilson  for  that  place. 

More  than  that,  his  statement  about  this  committee  being  made 
up  friendly  to  the  Manufacturers'  Association  is  ridiculous.  They 
were  not  considered;  they  were  not  heard  of. 

Senator  Reed.  He  does  not  say  that  it  was  intended  to  be  made 
up  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  judged  that  from  his  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  He  does  say  so  in  his  testimony,  and  his  later  letters 
show,  I  think,  that  he  was  utterly  mistaken.  All  I  am  interested  in 
is  that,  in  speaking  of  his  testimony  and  attacking  it,  you  should 
have  the  exact  testimony  before  you. 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  am  very  glad  that  you  did  read  it,  Senator 
Reed,  and  I  appreciate  that.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  every  word  of 
the  letter  were  true,  there  would  be  nothing  that  would  reflect  upon 
me.  I  realize  that.  But  I  do  not  think  this  man  is  telling  the  truth 
to  the  country.  I  know  he  is  not,  when  he  brings  me  into  it,  writing 
statements  that  are  not  true,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  my  duty  to  the 
country,  and  I  feel  it  to  be  your  duty,  to  give  it  out,  ancl  put  him  in  a 
position  before  the  country  where  his  testimony  is  shown  to  be  false, 
so  that  thepublic  may  understand  what  he  is  doing. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  this:  This  committee 
has  no  interest  in  the  witness,  and  has  no  interest  in  anything  except 


3380       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

getting  the  truth.  We  are  getting  this  particular  part  of  it  now 
because  this  witness  is  on  tho  witness  stand,  whatever  his  statements 
are,  and  whatever  these  letters  show.  Hereafter,  I  take  it,  every 
man  who  wants  the  opportunity  will  be  given  full  opportunity  to  b!e 
heard,  and  we  intend  that  not  only  to  be  voluntary,  but  to  get  all 
of  the  testimony  that  we  can  under  subpoena. 

In  regard  to  this  being  altogether  a  falsehood,  and  altogether  an 
attempt  to  mislead  this  association,  let  me  call  your  attention  to 
this.  Mr.  Emery  was  the  head  man  here  at  Washington.  Mr.  Kirby 
was  the  president  of  the  association  and  Mr.  Bird  was  the  general 
manager  at  New  York.  This  letter  was  written  to  Mr.  Bird.  Note 
the  following  from  that  letter: 

Mr.  Emery — 

That  is,  the  manager  at  Washington — 

told  me  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  over. here  last  week,  and  had  seen  Mr.  Underwood,  and 
from  the  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Underwood  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr.  Emery,  I  feel  satis- 
fied Mr.  Underwood  has  done  everything  that  he  possibly  could  to  help  us  out. 

That  is  his  conclusion;  but  I  am  referring  to  the  fact  that  he 
writes  to  tho  general  manager  and  undertakes  to  quote  the  president 
and  Mr.  Emery. 

Now,  unless  Mr.  Kirby  had  made  some  statement,  or  unless  Mr. 
Emery  had  made  some  statement,  manifestly  he  would  have  known 
that  on  the  instant  he  could  be  detected.  I  simply  cite  it  as  showing 
that  this  statement,  so  far  as  something  having  been  said  is  con- 
cerned, looks  at  least  as  though  something  had  been  said,  because 
otherwise  it  would  have  been  an  utterly  foolish  thing  to  write. 

Senator  Walsh.  Said  by  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Reed.  Said  by  Mr.  Kirby.  I  want  to  say  this,  further, 
because  you  want  to  get  just  what  the  facts  are,  and  so  do  we. 
Would  }Tou  not  regard  it  as  unusual  that  you  should  recollect  two 
years  afterwards  whether  or  not  a  man  met  vou  in  the  hall  and  simply 
asked  you  a  casual  question,  you  not  understanding  that  the  man 
was  there  with  any  ulterior  purpose?  That  would  not  be  apt  to  stay 
in  your  mind,  you  being  so  busy  a  man  ? 

Mr.  Underwood.  Oh,  no;  and  that  is  the  reason 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  been  brought  out  in  the  testimony  that  he 
at  that  time  wore  a  very  heavy  mustache,  and  it  might  have  given 
him  a  different  appearance. 

Mr.  Underwood.  No ;  I  never  saw  that  man.  He  says  it  was  only 
two  years  ago.  He  has  rather  an  unusual  face,  one  you  would  recol- 
lect, and  I  can  say  that  I  have  never  seen  him  to  talk  to.  I  may  have 
fassed  him  in  the  corridor,  but  I  never  saw  him  to  talk  to.  Of  course, 
would  not  say  that  Mr.  Kirby  or  the  other  man  has  not  stopped  me 
some  time  in  the  corridor  and  spoken  to  me;  but  the  reason  1  know  I 
did  not  make  this  statement  is  because  the  statement  was  not  true; 
the  facts  did  not  justify  it.  Of  course,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I 
can  recall  every  conversation  that  I  have  incidentally  had,  but  I  do 
not  know  these  men,  and  if  they  have  been  introduced  to  me  I  have 
no  recollection  of  any  of  them. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Underwood,  nobody  who  knows  you  would 
think  for  a  moment  that  you  had  gone  into  any  conspiracy 

Mr.  Underwood.  There  is  not  anything  in  here  that  reflects  on 
me,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned;  but  what  I  want  to  do  is  to  put  this 
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matter  right  before  the  country,  as  I  am  involved  in  it.  I  want  the 
truth  to  come  out.  Now,  this  man  states  in  his  letter  that  Mr.  Kirby 
had  seen  me  and  had  said  that  I  said  the  committee  was  satisfactory. 
Look  at  the  committee  as  made  up  and  see  whether  that  statement 
was  warranted.  Of  course,  I  think  it  was  a  satisfactory  committee. 
It  was  a  committee  that  was  not  formed  as  a  partisan  committee,  but 
was  intended  to  do  justice  to  both  sides.  But  who  was  on  the  com- 
mittee when  that  statement  was  supposed  to  have  been  made  ?  I 
understood  this  man  was  fighting  lafcor  organizations,  did  not  want 
labor  representatives  on  it,  and  at  that  very  time  who  was  on  the 
committee?  There  was  Mr.  Wilson,  the  chairman.  There  was  Mr. 
Buchanan,  of  Illinois.  Mark  you,  the  committee  has  only  seven 
Democrats,  who  control  it.  There  was  Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania, 
chairman;  there  was  Mr.  Buchanan,  of  Illinois,  who  holds  a  labor 
card;  there  was  Mr.  Maher,  of  New  York,  who  is  the  head  of  or 
secretary  of  one  of  the  labor  organizations;  and  there  was  Mr.  Lewis, 
of  Maryland,  who  is  an  old-time  member  of  the  United  Mine  Workers 
of  America.  Four  of  those  men  put  on  that  committee  were  men 
who  had  labor  cards,  or  were  recognized  as  labor  men.  That  having 
been  done,  four  out  of  the  seven  Democrats  who  controlled  the  com- 
mittee being  labor  men,  do  you  think  it  is  probable  that  I  would 
have  made  a  statement  of  that  kind — that  this  committee  was  friendly 
to  the  ulterior  motives  of  these  people  ? 

Senator  Reed.  This  witness  did  not  make  that  statement. 

Senator  Walsh.  Everybody  believes  it  is  improbable. 

vSenator  Reed.  I  am  not  so  much  interested  in  this  witness  as  I 
am  in  what  this  association  was  trying  to  do.  Just  a  moment.  It 
is  a  certainty  that  this  witness  wrote  tnis  letter  to  Mr.  Bird,  the  gen- 
eral manager,  and  made  these  statements.  Why  do  I  say  it  is  a 
certainty?  Because  here  introduced  in  evidence  is  Mr.  Bird's  orig- 
inal letter,  dated  April  7,  three  days  later,  in  which  Mr.  Bird  says: 

I  note  carefully  what  you  say  in  reference  to  the  committee  situation,  and  am  greatly 
interested  in  your  detailed  description. 

And  the  first  clause  of  the  letter  is: 
Your  letter  of  April  4th  is  duly  received. 

That  is  the  letter  read  from.  I  find  again  on  April  10  Mr.  Bird 
writes  again  (and  his  original  letter  is  here  and  will  not  be  disputed) 
as  follows: 

Your  two  letters  of  April  6  are  duly  received,  and  I  note  your  continued  activity 
in  the  Washington  work,  particularly  your  detailed  information  in  reference  to  com- 
mittees. I  refrain  from  making  any  explanation  in  reference  to  Senator  Murray 
Crane's  request  or  Mr.  Dwight's. 

This  refers  to  another  letter  (continuing  reading) : 

Until  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of  conferring  with  Mr.  Emery,  I  am  not,  of  course, 
in  a  position  to  judge  what  he  has  outlined  for  you. 

And  so  forth. 

There  are  numerous  references  back  and  forth  in  this  correspond- 
ence between  Mr.  Mulhall  and  the  manager  of  this  association,  which 
show  conclusively,  whether  Mr.  Mulhall  was  misleading  them  or  not, 
that  they  were  parties  to  this  plan.  Now,  I  think  tnat  is  the  im- 
portant thing,  and  not  the  question  of  whether  he  was  successful. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  is  either  the  time  or 
the  place  to  argue  this  case. 
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The  Chairman.  I  think  that  is  true. 

Senator  Reed.  That  may  be  true,  but  the  whole  thing  is  out  of 
place,  if  we  are  going  to  get  down  to  that. 

The  Chairman.  If  Mr.  Underwood  has  any  further  statement  he 
desires  to  make,  we  will  hear  him. 

Mr.  Underwood.  The  Senator  asked  a  question.  I  agree  entirely 
with  what  the  Senator  says,  that  it  is  a  reflection  on  tne  men  that 
hired  him  that  they  should  have  used  a  man  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  the  name  of  the  janitor  referred  to  t 

Mr.  Underwood.  Harry  Parker. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  invite  your  attention  to  a  statement  in 
a  letter — not  of  Mr.  Mulhall,  but  of  Mr.  Emery,  of  this  city,  which  is 
marked  3839,  3840— as  follows: 

I  left  Washington  on  a  hurried  western  trip  that  took  me  as  far  west  as  Chicago  and 
St.  Paul  and  did  not  get  back  into  Washington  until  the  7th.  I  found  neither  Neal 
nor  Harry  at  the  Capitol,  but  I  know  you  will  be  able  to  locate  them,  so  enclose  you 
herewith  my  check  for  $50,  from  which  you  can  give  them  $25  each. 

Now,  bear  in  mind- 


Mr.  Underwood.  What  is  the  date  of  that  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  July  11,  1910.  Bear  in  mind  that  may  be 
Mr.  Mulhall  did  not  give  each  of  them  $25 ;  but  he  was  provided  by 
Mr.  Emery  with  the  $50  to  give  to  them. 

Mr.  Underwood.  That  may  be  true.  I  will  tell  you  what  the 
negro  said  to  me  when  I  called  him  up  and  asked  him  about  it.  I 
asked  him  if  he  had  gotten  any  money  from  Mr.  Mulhall  and  if  he 
was  on  the  pay  roll  of  this  association,  and  ho  told  me  that  the  only 
money  he  had.  ever  gotten  from  Mr.  Mulhall  was  that  Mr.  Mulhall 
had  given  him  $2  once  to  buy  some  cigars,  as  he  said,  for  hunting 
up  some  bo  oks.  I  asked  him  if  ho  was  on  their  pay  roll,  and  he  said, 
"If  I  was  ever  on  their  pay  roll,  somebody  else  got  the  money." 
And  I  think  the  negro  tola  tne  truth. 

Senator  Reed.  That  may  be  true;  but,  Mr.  Underwood,  that 
letter  just  road  shows  that  this  man  high  in  the  councils  of  this  con- 
cern understood  that  this  man  was  being  paid  money,  and  came  over 
himself,  personally,  to  deliver  it. 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  am  not  making  any  excuse  for  what  this  asso- 
ciation of  manufacturers  mav  have  done.  I  think  there  is  sufficient 
here  to  show  that  some  of  their  conduct  has  been  very  reprehensible. 
But  I  do  say  as  to  this  man,  so  far  as  the  statements  that  were  made 
in  his  letters  with  reference  to  myself  are  concerned,  that  when  he 
wrote  those  letters  he  wrote  a  lie  to  them,  and  there  was  no  truth  in 
them,  and  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  say — not  that  it  reflects  on  me. 
because  I  do  not  feel  that  even  if  every  word  there  was  true  it  would 
show  any  ulterior  motive  on  my  part,  but  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to 
say — that  it  is  not  true,  and  I  ought  not  to  let  it  go  out. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  wo  will  nave  an  interview  with  the  janitor, 
because  he  may  bo  in  possession  of  some  facts. 

Mr.  Underwood.  Certainly. 

The  Chairman.  I  asked  him  whether  he  wanted  to  be  heard  here 
or  before  the  lobby  committee  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  think  the  boy  is  a  very  truthful  boy.  Of 
course,  all  this  occurred  before  I  was  chairman  of  the  committee. 
Somebody  else  was  chairman  at  that  time. 
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The  Chairman.  I  have  interrupted  this  investigation  to  hear  Sen- 
ators and  to  hear  Mr.  Underwood,  but  I  would  not  interrupt  it  to 
hear  the  negro. 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  thank  you  very  much  for  your  courtesy  in 
giving  me  the  opportunity  to  make  my  statement. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed,  Senator  Reed. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  rather  you  would  not  go  for  a  moment, 
Mr.  Underwood,  because  I  want  you  to  hear  what  Mr.  Mulhall  may 
say  and  have  full  opportunity  to  reply  to  him. 

iou  have  heard  the* statement  of  Mr.  Underwood,  Mr.  Mulhall. 
Is  there  anything  you  want  to  say  ? 

TESTIMONY  OF  HABTISf  MICHAEL  HTJLHALL— Besnmed. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  simply  say  that  as  the  gentleman  has  posi- 
tively stated  that  I  lied,  that  at  that  moment  I  wrote  just  as  I  found 
the  conditions.  I  simply  stopped  Mr.  Underwood  as  he  was  coming 
out  of  the  back  hallway,  and  he  was  close  to  the  door  of  the  committee 
room,  and  I  asked  him  those  questions.  I  did  not  intend  for  any 
reflection  on  Mr.  Underwood  which  I  tried  to  straighten  the  matter 
yesterdav,  and  I  hope  I  will  convince  Mr.  Underwood  by  other  wit- 
nesses that  the  statement  he  makes  about  the  colored  man  is  a 
vicious  lie;  that  that  money  was  paid 

Senator  Reed.  You  mean  what  the  colored  man  says  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  mean  what  the  colored  man  says,  and  there  are 
other  witnesses  that  will  prove  that  they  seen  him  get  the  money. 
I  am  convinced  that  before  this  investigation  is  over  Mr.  Underwood 
will  take  back  part  of  what  he  has  said  to-day.  I  have  got  no  object 
but,  as  he  says,  to  enlighten  the  country  on  the  tactics  used  by  this 
organization  for  10  years,  and  if  the  country  don't  believe  me  after 
they  read  my  letters  and  their  letters,  then  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
take  my  medicine. 

Mr.  Underwood.  Well,  gentlemen,  I  have  nothing  more  to  say. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  know  but  what  you  had  something  you 
wanted  to  say  in  reply. 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  have  said  he  did  not  stop  me  in  the  corridor 
and  make  this  statement. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  never  talked 
to  him  in  the  committee  room;  I  never  attempted  to  talk  to  the  gen- 
tleman. I  think  that  when  I  met  him  in  the  corridor  it  was  only  the 
act  of  a  gentleman  that  he  answered  me  politely.  There  was  nothing 
else  in  that  at  all. 

I  want  to  ask  this  of  Mr.  Underwood.  Did  you  put  Mr.  Wilson 
before  your  committee  when  he  was  placed  in  nomination? 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  do  not  recall  who  placed  Mr.  Wilson  in  nomi- 
nation, but  it  was  agreed  by  unanimous  consent  long  before  the 
committee  was  organized  that  Mr.  Wilson  was  the  man  who  would  be 
selected.  He  was  the  man  who  was  recognized.  Who  actually  put 
him  in  nomination  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  think  there  was  anyone 
who  put  him  in  actual  nomination.     It  was  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  to  Mr.  Underwood  that  my  testimony 
At  the  present  time,  and  my  work,  will  show  who  got  the  gold  brick. 
I  did  not  attempt  to  gold-brick  anybody,  but  it  was  this  organization; 
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and  if  my  testimony  does  not  show  that  they  have  gold-bricked  the 
manufacturers  and  the  people  of  this  country,  then  I  will  take  my 
medicine. 

Mr.  Underwood.  I  do  not  deny  that  they  said  this. 

Air.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  trying  to  dodge  this. 

Mr.  Underwood.  But  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  you 
about  this. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  memory  is  not  very  accurate,  but  I  am  only 
saying  that  I  wrote  that  letter  from  the  time  I  met  you — that  same 
day.     You  may  be  positive  now  that  I  did  Hot  meet  you 

Mr.  Underwood.  The  statements  in  the  letter,  I  mean,  are  im- 
material to  this  proposition.  It  would  not  make  any  difference 
whether  I  had  met  you  casually  in  the  corridor  and  made  the  state- 
ments, there  would  be  nothing  reflecting  on  me,  and  there  would  be 
no  occasion  for  me  to  deny.  But  the  statements  you  say  I  made 
are  not  true,  and  can  be  shown  to  be  untrue;  therefore  it  is  self- 
evident  that  I  did  not  make  them  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  to  Mr.  Underwood,  and  to  the  country 
as  well,  that  I  have  indorsements  from  the  leading  Republicans  of 
the  country  that  I  was  always  truthful  and  always  faithful,  and  if 
you  brand  me  in  this  way — if  you  say  I  lied  here — I  will  submit  my 
testimony  to  the  country,  and  I  believe  that  I  will  stand  as  clean 
before  them  as  you  will. 

Mr.  Underwood.  Well,  I  am  not  entering  into  any  questions  as 
to  standing  before  the  country. 

(At  this  point  Mr.  Underwood  left  the  room.) 

Senator  Keed.  Now,  gentlemen  of  the  committee,  in  view  of  the 
importance  of  the  testimony  of  this  colored  man,  I  ask  that  he  be 
brought  immediatelv  before  this  committee  for  examination. 

The  Chairman,  'fhe  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  summon  Harry  Parker 
immediately. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say  to  the  committee  that  there  were  other 
witnesses  before  me  that  met  this  colored  man  and  saw  him  get  this 
money,  and  I  would  like  to  have  those  witnesses  follow  before  this 
man  is  brought  in  here.  That  is  in  fairness  to  me.  I  never  saw  a 
court  of  jurisdiction  in  my  life  where  a  man  has  been  placed  in  the 
position  that  I  have  been  placed  in  by  some  of  the  great  men  of  this 
country,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  is  fair  to  the  witness.  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  fair  to  summon  this  man  here  first. 

The  Chairman.  I  think,  Senator  Reed,  that  we  can  take  Mr.  Parker 
up,  and  if  Mr.  Mulhall  wants  any  other  witness  called 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  defending  this  witness,  but  I  have  tried 
a  few  lawsuits  in  my  life,  and  this  is  the  first  time  I  have  ever  seen  a 
witness  stood  on  the  stand  and  seen  a  man  come  in  and  say  that  he 
lied.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right,  and  I  do  not  think  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  ought  to  permit  it.  There  are  other  words  in  which  a 
man's  language  may  be  characterized;  and  I  say  it  should  not  be 
permitted — and  I  say  it  with  the  greatest  respect  for  Mr.  Underwood, 
for  whom  I  have  the  highest  admiration — when  a  man  reads  some- 
thing in  a  newspaper  and  gets  excited  that  he  should  come  in  here 
in  that  way.  I  think  we  ought  not  to  permit  that  language  here  from 
anybody  to  the  witness.  I  Know  if  I  was  a  witness  l  would  not  per- 
mit it. 
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I  hand  you  No.  4315. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  read  No.  4314? 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  4313. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that.  That 
might  as  well  go  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4314  a  letter  you  got  from  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  (after  examine  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  this  nas  something  to  do  with  this  case.  I 
read  from  that  as  follows: 

Please  go  to  Washington  and  ascertain  as  fully  as  possible  the  following  information 
and  report  to  me: 

We  would  like  to  have  a  copy  of  the  specifications  and  bids  made  for  projectiles 
for  the  United  States  Government  or  any  bids  which  the  Government  may  have  con- 
tracted for  recently.  Please  understand  that  this  information  is  in  reference  to  pro- 
jectiles that  they  have  purchased  from  outside  parties  and  not  for  any  projectile* 
that  they  have  manufactured  in  the  Government's  own  institutions. 

I  am  desirous  of  as  early  a  reply  to  this  as  it  is  possible  for  you  to  obtain,  and  greatly 
oblige, 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird. 

Below  that  is  a  card  which  reads : 

Maj.  Edward  Philip  O'Hern,  Ordnance  Department,  United  States  Army. 

Can  you  tell  me  anything  about  that  card?  It  was  among  your 
papers. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  I  got  a  letter  from  Mr. 
McDermott  and  carried  it  to  O'Hern,  and  finally  got  the  information 
that  Bird  wanted  from  Mai.  CVHern. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  nis  card  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  got  this  information,  did  you  send  it  to 
them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  did  you  ever  learn  why  they  were  interested  in 
bids  to  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  No.  4315? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  dated  October  28,  1911.  I  will  read  from  that, 
as  follows: 

Dear  Mr.  Mulhall:  Referring  to  your  letter  of  October  25th  I  have  read  carefully 
the  contents  of  same  and  it  does  not  seem  to  me  advisable  for  us  to  enter  upon  any  dis- 
cussion of  its  contents,  feeling  confident  that  such  discussion  might  tena  to  mar  the 
pleasant  relations  that  have  existed  heretofore.  I  am  confident  the  executive  com- 
mittee and  in  fact  my  board  of  directors  have  been  dulv  conscious  of  the  various 
activities  you  have  engaged  upon  for  so  many  years  and  also  conscious  of  the  esteem 
in  which  you  were  heldby  my  predecessor,  President  Van  Cleave,  and  I  want  to  assure 
you  of  my  hearty  good  wishes  for  your  future  and  hope  that  you  leave  the  association 
with  no  thought  of  resentment,  and  that  we  may  feel  that  the  severance  of  your  long 
service  has  been  tendered  with  a  spirit  of  good  will  that  would  permit  us,  if  in  the 
future  this  matter  should  be  reconsidered,  we  might  feel  it  is  our  privilege  to  call  upon 
you  to  render  services  on  behalf  of  the  great  work  in  which  you  have  spent  so  many 
years  of  your  life. 

I  wish  to  assure  you  of  my  full  appreciation  of  your  loyalty  and  devotion  to  our  cause, 
and  to  me  it  would  be  a  great  disappointment  if  the  act  of  your  resigning  would  cause 
you  to  feel  it  would  necessarily  sever  our  friendship. 

With  very  best  wishes,  I  am, 

Youre,  most  cordially,  J.  Kirby,  Jr.2 

President. 
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Now  this  man  may  be  a  blackmailer,  but  that  was  his  employer. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  pretty  rough  name,  but  I  think- 


Senator  Reed.  The  letter  of  October  25,  to  which  this  refers 

Senator  Nelson.  That  has  just  been  read. 
Senator  Reed.  I  know;  I  have  just  read  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  read  before  Mr.  Underwood  came  in. 
Senator  Reed.  I  simply  want  to  say  that  it  is  a  letter  in  which  he 
in  a  way  tendered  his  resignation. 

4316,  4317  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Your  letter  of  October  25th  to  me,  containing  copy  of  your 
etter  to  Mr.  Kirby  conveying  your  resignation,  is  duly  received.  It  is  not  for  me  to 
comment  upon  your  resignation;  that  duty  lies  with  Mr.  Kirby.  I,  however,  want  to 
express  my  full  appreciation  and  gratefulness  for  your  expression  as  contained  in  the 
second  paragraph  of  your  letter  to  me.  I  am  grateful  because  it  conveys  to  my  mind 
the  fact  that  whether  you  be  in  or  out  of  the  association  the  controlling  thought  in  all 
your  activities  has  been  first  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  then 
your  personal  wishes. 

I  also  can  see  in  it  the  thtfught  that  you  hold  no  animosity,  for  it  would  indeed  be 
sad  if  your  resignation  should  cause  you  to  feel  it  was  your  duty  to  yourself  to  harm 
the  organization  and  thus  destroy  by  your  own  act  the  confidence  and  good  will  and 
honesty  of  purpose  that  I  have  alwaysbeen  convinced  was  embodied  in  your  work. 

It  is  true  we  nave  had  differences,  but  we  have  endeavored  to  settle  them  amicably. 
I  am  going  to  take  this  opportunity  of  assuring  you  that  I  have  carefully  considered 
your  outburst  of  passion  upon  your  return  from  Maine  and  that  I  hold  you  no  resent- 
ment on  account  of  it.  We  all  find  it  difficult  at  times  to  control  our  feelings.  I  al- 
ways have  and  shall  in  the  future  value  my  association  with  you  in  this  work,  and 
when  I  weigh  the  good  that  you  have  done  against  that  particular  incident,  the  good 
bo  far  outweighs  that  occurrence  that  I  am  constrained  to  believe  your  apology  as 
tendered  was  sincere,  and  I  would  indeed  be  a  cad  if  I  did  not  accept  your  apology. 
I  want  you  to  feel  that  I  am  still  your  friend  and  that  I  shall  feel  it  a  privilege  to  see 
you  and  hear  from  you  often,  and  if  at  any  time  I  can  be  of  any  service  that  is  within 
my  power  to  render,  it  is  yours  on  the  asking,  and  I  know  that  on  our  part,  inasmuch 
as  you  have  expressed  your  willingness  to  be  of  service  to  us  and  to  the  organization, 
this  tender  of  your  services  will  without  question  be  taken  advantage  of. 

I  shall  show  your  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  I  hope  he  will  view  it  as  appreciatively 
as  I  do.  Whenever  you  are  in  New  York  let  me  see  you,  for  I  wish  to  continue  the 
friendship  that  has  existed  since  my  connection  with  this  association. 

With  best  wishes  for  the  future,  I  am, 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager. 

The  next  number  in  the  printed  copy  is  No.  4817,  but  here  is  a 
pencil  mark,  "4317."  ^ 

Senator  Cummins.  No.  4817  is  plainly  out  of  place,  because  it  is 
a  1912  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Manifestly  it  does  come  in  later,  because  it  refers 
to  a  date  in  1912,  and  it  should  not  be  numbered  4317,  but  it  should 
probably  be  No.  4817.  It  should  not  be  read  at  this  place,  but 
should  be  returned  to  its  proper  place,  to  be  read  at  a  subsequent 
time. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  no  date  line  over  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No;  but  there  is  a  date  in  1912  referred  to  in  the 
letter  itself,  and  the  letter  should  bear  a  later  date.  I  will  make  a 
memorandum  to  return  to  No.  4817  later.  It  is  on  the  galley  proof 
numbered  22  CJ. 

Is  No.  4318  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  is  dated  October  31,  1911: 

My  Dear  Colonel  Mulhall:  I  have  your  letter  of  October  30th,  also  the  specifi- 
cations that  you  have  so  kindly  obtained  and  forwarded  to  me,  and  they  have  gone 
forward  to  the  party  who  has  requested  them. 

I  note  very  carefully  what  you  say,  and  I  have  so  advised  our  member.  If  there 
is  any  additional  information  that  they  are  in  need  of,  and  they  advise  me,  I  will  in 
turn  communicate  it  to  you  and  see  if  it  can  be  obtained. 

I  hand  you  a  statement  of  November  11,  numbered  4319,  4320,  and 
ask  you  if  that  is  a  statement  you  rendered  to  this  association? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  statement).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  third  item: 

Oct.  1.  Paid  I.  H.  McMichaels  for  services  rendered  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  for  the  months  of  September  &  October,  $100. 

Did  you  pay  Mr.  McMichael  that  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  got  his  receipt  for  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  the  receipt  that  was  produced? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  take  it  you  were  then  kind  of  winding  up  with 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  he  ran  to  the  1st  of  January. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  resigned? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  resigned,  but  McMichael  was  carried  on 
until  the  1st  of  January,  as  I  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  hung  on  until  the  1st  of  January? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  their  request. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  your  attention  to  this  item: 

Oct.  6.  Breakfast  in  New  York  City 1.10 

Transportation  from  New  York  City  to  Rockland,  Me 9. 55 

Did  you  go  to  Rockland,  Me.,  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  your  mission  there  ? 

Mr.  MumALL.  My  mission  was,  as  I  stated  at  yesterday's  exam- 
ination, that  I  was  sent  down  by  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr.  McDermott  to 
re'quest  a  lot  of  the  leading  Republicans  not  to  get  mixed  up  in  the 
resubmission  question  that  was  in  the  campaign  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  mean  that  Sherman  and  McDermott 
jointly  asked  you  to  go  down  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wish  to  say  that  Mr.  McDermott — no,  sir;  not 
jointly;  not  together.  Neither  one  of  the  gentlemen  was  present 
at  the  time,  but  I  mean  to  say  that  Mr.  McDermott  introduced  me 
to  John  McDermott,  who  was  the  field  agent  of  that  organization, 
and  that  I  did  meet  McDermott  and  Mr.  John  Gardner — not  the 
Congressman,  but  another  John  Gardner — in  New  York,  and  they 
both  stated  that  McDermott  made  it  a  special  request  that  I  should 
go  down  there  and  help  out  in  that  campaign. 

Senator  Nelson.  Congressman  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  Congressman  McDermott,  and  I  wish  to  say 
also  that  Mr.  Sherman  did  ask  me  to  go,  because  I  consulted  with  him 
before  I  started. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  seems,  then,  that  a  Democratic  Member  of 
Congress  and  a  Republican  Member  were  cooperating  ? 

MLr.  Mulhall.  He  was  never  considered  a  Democrat,  I  think,  by 
some  of  the  leaders  around  here. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Who  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  that  somebody  was  the  general  field  agent 
Of  that  organization.     Who  was  that ! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  John  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  general  field  agent  of  what  organization? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Of  the  United  States  Brewers'  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  there  was  in  a  way  a  campaign  on  in  Maine  at 
this  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  prohibition  question  was  in  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  this  field  agent  for  the  brewers  asked  you  to  go 
up  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  McDermott — the  other 
McDermott,  the  Congressman. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  he  requested  Mr.  McDermott 
to  request  you.     You  do  not  know  about  that,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  quite  understand  you. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  it  was  at  the  request  of  Mr.  McDermott. 
Do  you  know  whether  he  had  in  fact  requested  McDermott  to  request 
you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  guess  that  would  be  about  the  way  to  put 
it,  because  I  had  a  meeting  with  Mr.  McDermott,  with  the  two 
McDermotts  at  the  Ebbitt  House. 

Senator  Nelson.  Senator  Reed,  I  call  your  attention  to  the  next 
account  here,  or  to  No.  4322. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  not  reached  that  yet,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  Well,  but  it  is  on  this  point.    This  item  reads: 

In  Rockland,  Me.,  and  from  the  5th  of  August  until  the  12th  of  September,  I  was 
engaged  during  organization  work  in  Maine,  at  the  suggestion  of  Congressman  McDer- 
mott and  other  leaders  of  the  Republican  organization,  who  furnished  my  expenses 
from  August  4  to  September  12. 

He  states  that  it  was  at  the  instance  of  Congressman  McDermott 
and  other  Republican  leaders. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  is  that  item? 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  next  bill. 

Senator  Reed.  It  does  not  say  "  other  Republican  leaders."  It 
says,  "  Congressman  McDermott  and  other  leaders  of  the  Republican 
organization." 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  through  with  4319,  4320,  and  I  am  going 
back  to  it.    The  last  item  is: 

Oct.  31.  Paid  to  I.  H.  McMichaels  for  services  rendered  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  per  instructions  from  J.  Philip  Bird,  Genl.  Mngr.,  $50. 

Did  vou  pay  that  money  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  Mr.  Bird  instruct  you  to  pay  it  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  and  gave  me  the  money  to  pay  Mr.  McMichael. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4321  another  account  which  you  rendered 
to  this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that. 
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Senator  Nelson.  The  main  item  is  transferred  from  the  other 
account,  $209.43. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4322,  4323  another  account  you  rendered  to  this 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  third  item  of  that  account — and  I  am  simply 
asking  it  so  that  it  will  appear  in  its  order  in  the  account — is: 

Aug.  5.  In  Rockland,  Me.,  and  from  the  5th  of  August  until  the  12th  of  September, 
I  was  engaged  doing  organization  work  in  Maine,  at  the  suggestion  of  Congressman 
McDermott  and  other  leaders  of  the  Republican  organization,  who  furnished  my 
expenses  from  August  4th  to  September  12th. 

In  regard  to  that  note,  who  actually  turned  over  to  you  the  money 
for  your  expenses  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  United  States  Brewers'  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  the  man  who  paid  over  the  money  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  John  Gardner. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  Congressman  McDermott,  or  do  you 
mean  the  other  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir :  I  mean  the  general  field  agent  of  the  brew- 
ers, and  the  president  of  that  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Mr.  John  Gardner  in  any  way  connected  with 
Congressman  Gardner? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  in  no  sense  at  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  Probably  you  will  want  the  testimony  of  the 
brewers  on  that  point. 

Senator  Reed.  Probably.  Did  they  pay  you  anything  for  your 
services  also  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
paid  me  for  my  services. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  salary  from  them  was  still  going  on  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  they  would  have  allowed  me  my  expenses, 
but  I  stated  to  the  organization  that  I  was  getting  my  expenses  from 
the  other  association,  and  I  drew  nothing  for  that  irom  the  manu- 
facturers. 

Senator  Nelson.  By  "the  other  association"  you  mean  the 
brewers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  sort  of  a  campaign  was  going  on  up 
there  ?     I  have  not  been  here  all  the  while,  and  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  the  resubmission  to  the  people  of  Maine  of  the 
question  for  or  against  a  license. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  was  not  a  congressional  election? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Resubmission  of  a  constitutional  amendment? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  An  amendment  to  the  constitution. 

Senator  Cummins.  A  vote  to  amend  the  constitution? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  to  amend  the  constitution,  as  I  was  given  to 
understand,  there  being  a  provision  in  the  Maine  constitution  pro- 
hibiting the  sale  of  liquor  in  that  State. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  were  up  there  trying  to  help  the  campaign 
to  amend  the  constitution  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  was  not.  I  did  not  help  in. that  way. 
As  I  said,  I  done  all  I  could  to  keep  the  Republicans  from  becoming 
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active  in  that  campaign — the  Republican  leaders  that  I  was  given  a 
list  of. 

Senator  Nelson.  Active  in  what  way — on  what  side? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  to  get  mixed  up  in  the  campaign  on  either  side. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  be  neutral? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  to  be  neutral. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  your  mission  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Whom  did  you  see  up  there  in  that  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  saw  Mr.  Wight,  Mr.  Donahue,  Gov.  Cobb — pretty 
nearly  every  leader  down  there;  and  although  there  is  a  gentleman 
here  who  claims  he  did  not  see  me  down  there  and  did  not  know  me 
at  the  present  tune,  still  I  hold  his  receipt  for  $2,000  that  was  paid 
him  at  that  time;  another  man  of  that  stripe  that  makes  these 
denials. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  his  name  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  James  Donahue,  the  Republican  leader  of  that 
State. 

Senator  Cummins.  How  long  were  you  there  in  that  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  From  the  4th  of  August,  as  that  report  states,  until 
the  12th  of  September. 

Senator  Cummins.  In  the  meantime  your  mission  was  to  keep  the 
Republican  Party  from  taking  an  active  hand  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  many  of  the  leaders  as  I  could.  I  did  not  at- 
tempt to  control  the  Republican  Party.  I  was  put  to  trouble  enough 
with  the  leaders  of  the  party. 

Senator  Cummins.  Were  they  for  the  amendment  or  against  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  I  would  like  to  submit  to  this  committee  a 
letter  that  I  received  from  the  brewers  on  my  return  from  Maine,  and 
that  will  explain  better,  probably,  than  I  can. 

Senator  Cummins.  Does  the  letter  come  along  hereafter  in  the 
printed  letters  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  got  it  here  in  Washington.  I  can  bring  it 
here  this  afternoon. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wish  you  would. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  that,  a  receipt  ? 

Mr.  MuLnALL.  No,  sir;  a  letter  from  the  United  States  Brewers' 
Association  concerning  the  work  I  had  done  in  Maine  on  that  oc- 
casion. 

Senator  Cummins.  Does  that  letter  disclose  the  names  of  the  people 
with  whom  you  worked  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  but  there  is  a  list  here  I  think  you  will  find 
among  these  papers. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  turned  over  that  receipt  for  $2,000? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  that  I  have.  I  am  not  sure  of 
that.     But  I  know  I  have  got  it  among  my  papers  and  can  turn  it  over. 

Senator  Reed.  1  wish  you  would  get  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  the  man  who  gave  you  that  receipt  the 
chairman  of  the  Republican  State  committeo? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  he  was  not  chairman  at  that  time,  but  he  is 
the  acknowledged  leader  of  politics  in  Maine,  and  chief  game  and  fish 
commissioner  of  Maine  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  Where  does  he  live? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  He  lives  in  Rockland,  Me. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  have  had  a  large  number  of  letters  from  him. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  just  wanted  to  identify  him  in  my  own  mind. 
I  did  not  know  what  the  campaign  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  have  stated  that  your  mission  was  to  keep  the 
Republicans  neutral  in  that  fight? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  Democrats  were  all  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment, were  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  go  into  the  campaign,  Senator,  to  know 
what  the  Democrats  were  working  for,  or  the  others. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  the  purpose  of  having  the  Republicans 
keep  neutral  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  that  the  Democrats  were  in  favor  of 
what  they  called  the  "wets." 

Senator  Nelson.  The  wide-open  policy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  thought  you  could  keep  the  Republicans 
from  interfering,  and  if  so  it  would  make  it  easier  for  the  Democrats 
to  win? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  didn't  think  anything  of  the  kind.  I  simply  went 
and  carried  out  the  mission  and  saw  a  number  of  gentlemen  I  was 
given  instructions  to  see. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  carried  out  the  mission  of  the  brewers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No ;  I  didn't  say  it  was  the  mission  of  the  brewers. 
The  mission  was  given  to  me  by  parties  before  I  left  Washington. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  represented  the  brewers  ? 

Mr%.  Mulhall.  Some  of  them  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  a  question,  Colonel,  because  this  entry  under 
date  of  August  5  is  more  or  less  confusing.     I  see  it  says: 

I  was  engaged  during  organization  work. 

I  suppose  that  means  " doing' '  organization  work. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Evidently  there  is  some  mistake  in  the  writing 
there. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  might  be,  Senator.  I  would  call  that  organ- 
ization work. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  not  speaking  about  that;  I  am  speaking 
about  the  word  " during." 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  mistake  in  the  word,  Senator. 

Senator  Walsh.  Likewise,  let  me  call  vour  attention  to  this.  That 
is  not  important,  but  the  entry  continues: 

At  the  suggestion  of  Congressman  McDermott  and  other  leaders  of  the  Republican 
organization. 

Mr.  McDermott  was  not  a  leader  of  the  Republican  organization, 
was  he  ? 

Mr.  MuLnALL.  No,  sir;  he  was  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  that  word  "other"  has  no  proper  place  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  it  has  no  proper  place  there. 

Senator  Walsh.  Any  more  than  the  word  "during"  up  above? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  how  that  thing  got  confused  in 
that  way  ? 


8892       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  that  I  have  testified  all  along  that 
very  few  of  my  reports  I  made  up 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand  that;  but  you  do  not  know  how  this 
confusion  arose  ? 
,  Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  are  clear  it  was  a  matter  of  confusion  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  so  from  the  way  it  reads,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4324  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  Mr. 
Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads  as  follows: 

(4324.) 

Baltimorb,  November  11, 1911, 
Hon.  Jambs  E.  Watson,  Rushville,  Ind. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Watson:  I  am  sending  you  this  letter  to  inform  you  that  I  am  sev- 
ering my  connection  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  on  the  first  of 
January.  I  took  an  active  part  in  the  Maine  campaign  last  summer  with  the  full 
knowledge  of  the  general  manager  of  our  association  and  other  members  of  the  asso- 
ciation, and  after  I  returned  from  Maine  I  was  brought  before  the  executive  board  and 
censured  for  helping  out  in  Maine.  The  action  taken  by  the  executive  board  of  the 
association  left  nothing  for  me  to  do  but  to  tender  my  resignation,  which  I  have  done. 

I  feel  that  you  are  fully  aware  for  a  long  period  of  time  that  Mr.  Emery,  your  friend 
in  Washington — 

This  is  italicized  here: 
Your  friend  in  Washington. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  did  you  come  to  get  that  printed  in  italics  ? 
That  is  what  I  am  going  to  ask  about. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  going  to  ask  about  that. 
Senator  Walsh.  It  is  underscored  in  the  original. 
Senator  Nelson.  How  does  it  come  to  be  underscored  ? 
The  Chairman.  It  is  underscored  by  the  typewriter. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  continue  the  reading  of  the  letter: 

I  feel  that  you  are  fully  aware  for  a  long  period  of  time  that  Mr.  Emery,  your  friend 
in  Washington,  has  been  trying  for  some  time  to  get  me  out  of  our  association,  and  in 
a  measure  I  feel  that  he  has  had  your  active  aid,  for  every  visit  you  made  to  Wash- 
ington the  information  you  gave  nim  made  him  more  independent  of  my  work,  and 
believing  that  he  can  have  the  aid  of  yourself  and  friends  this  coming  winter,  I  feel 
sure  that  he  has  convinced  Mr.  Kirby  and  other  members  of  our  association  that  he 
can  successfully  manage  things  in  Washington  this  winter.  This  1  am  convinced  of 
from  information  I  have  received  from  Washington  and  from  close  friends  I  have  in 
Washington,  and  also  from  the  action  taken  by  the  executive  board  of  our  association 
on  the  23rd  of  September.  I  have  served  this  organization,  on  the  1st  of  January,  10 
years,  and  in  every  political  fight  they  participated  in  throughout  the  United  States 
I  was  the  main  factor  in  bringing  success  to  the  efforts  they  made. 

I  know  that  you  are  fully  aware  of  the  work  I  done  in  Indiana  in  1908  for  you,  and  I 
am  confident  that  you  are  aware  of  the  fact  that  if  it  was  not  for  my  efforts  you  would 
have  gotten  verv  little  aid  from  the  manufacturers  in  that  State  when  you  ran  for 

f>vernor.  I  feel  that  I  have  gotten  the  same  treatment  from  my  Indiana  friends  that 
have  gotten  from  some  of  my  so-called  friends  in  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers, and  hope  that  God  will  spare  me  long  enough  to  convince  some  of  those 
friends  that  I  still  have  a  splendid  fight  left  in  me  and  that  I  will  be  spared  my  health' 
and  strength  for  a  few  years  yet  to  pay  back  to  them  in  a  measure  tne  same  kind  of 
favors  that  have  been  handed  out  to  me  for  the  work  I  have  done. 
Feeling  sure  that  you  will  be  pleased  with  this  information,  believe  me  to  be, 
Very  respectfully,  yours. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  evident  that  prayer  has  been  granted. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  state  to  the  committee  here  in  relation  to 
Mr.  Watsr^  ♦*»•«■  I  seen  this  gentleman  hold  up  his  right  hand  before 
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bis  family  at  the  table  and  swear  before  his  God  that  if  it  ever  came — 
if  he  could  ever  return  the  favors  I  conferred  upon  him  in  Indiana  in 
that  campaign  and  didn't  do  it,  that  his  arm  might  be  withered,  but  I 
state  that  letter  as  read  was  correct.  The  gentleman  swore  by  me 
from  start  to  finish,  but  after  he  came  back  here  he  was  one  of  those 
close  friends,  I  suppose,  that  now  calls  me  a  blackmailer. 
•   Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  shows  what  Mr.  Watson  said. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  this  letter,  4325,  4326,  a  letter  you  received  from 
Mr.  Watson  in  reply  to  the  one  I  have  just  read  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  letter: 

Rushvillb,  Ind.,  November  14, 1911, 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  I  can  readily  understand  how  one  situated  as  you  are  feels 
out  of  joint  with  the  world  and  out  of  tune  with  your  surroundings,  and  I  am  entirely 
willing  to  overlook  everything  you  say  because  of  your  situation. 

You  are  entirely  mistaken  as  to  my  attitude  toward  you.  I  never  at  any  time  spoke 
an  unkind  word  of  you  to  Mr.  Emery  or  to  any  other  member  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers.  On  the  contrary,  as  they  will  all  tell  you,  if  you  inquire, 
I  always  complimented  you  and  used  my  best  endeavors  to  keep  you  in  good  standing 
with  them.  On  many  occasions  I  insisted  on  their  increasing  your  salary,  and  I 
always  advocated  your  cause  when  in  their  company.  Mr.  Emery,  of  course,  will 
tell  you  this  if  you  ask  him,  as  will  also  the  other  gentlemen  connected  with  the  asso- 
ciation with  whom  I  came  in  contact.  I  always  appreciated  what  you  did  for  me, 
have  said  so  privately  and  publicly  on  many  occasions,  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  you 
feel  as  you  do. 

I  am  not  a  candidate  for  any  office  and  never  intend  to  be,  so  that  any  influence 
you  might  bring  to  bear,  either  for  or  against  me,  can  not  matter  to  me,  but  I  dislike 
to  lose  my  old  friends,  and  especially  wnen  there  is  no  justification  for  it. 

With  land  regards,  I  am, 

Very  truly,  yours,  James  E.  Watson. 

Is  No.  4327  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  by  you  "My  Dear  Mac"  ? 
That  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  McMichael,  and  I  want  to  know  if 
you  wrote  that  letter  to  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads  as  follows: 

(4327.) 

Baltimore,  Md.,  November  22,  1911. 
Mr.  I.  H.  McMichael, 

2228  F  Street,  N.  W.t  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mac:  At  my  last  interview  with  you  I  especially  requested  of  you  to  lot 
me  hear  from  you  every  two  or  three  days  and  to  keep  me  posted  on  Members  of  the 
House  coming  to  Washington.  I  know  it  is  an  extremely  easy  matter  for  you  to  get 
this  information  from  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  or  any  of  his  staff  in  the  House.  I  want 
also  to  keep  thoroughly  posted  on  the  hearings  before  the  House  and  Senate  commit- 
tees and  to  know  which  committees  are  in  session  and  what  they  are  doing  at  the 
present  time. 

I  would  also  like  for  you  to  get  for  me  as  soon  as  you  possibly  can  from  the  office  of 
the  Sergeant  of  Arms  also  of  the  House  the  exact  date  that  Mr.  James  E.  Watson  left 
Congress  and  when  he  drew  his  last  month's  salary.  I  will  also  be  pleased  if  you  will 
send  me  the  same  information  concerning  the  Hon.  Charles  E.  Lituefield,  late  of  the 
second  Maine  district.  I  want  this  information  just  as  soon  as  I  can  get  it,  for  it  will 
fill  in  or  fit  in  with  some  other  information  that  I  have  in  my  files  at  home.  I  expect 
to  be  in  Washington  several  days  next  week,  so  let  me  know  where  I  can  see  you 
without  chasing  around  after  you. 

Hoping  to  receive  the  reports  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  believe  me,  as  ever, 
Very  sincerely,  yours, 
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I  hand  you  No.  4328,  a  telegram,  a  night  letter,  which  is  dated 
November  19,  1911. 

The  Chairman.  There  are  two  telegrams.  The  first  one  is  dated 
November  19. 

Senator  Reed.  The  printing  on  this  telegram  is  "November  24/' 
and  above  it  is  written  in  pencil  "19-" 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  in  the  print  No.  4328,  dated  November 
19,  and  there  is  No.  4329,  dated  November  24. 

The  Chairman.  No.  4328  is  dated  November  19. 

Senator  Reed.  They  are  the  same,  and  both  have  been  changed 
with  pencil.     They  appear  to  be  duplicates. 

The  Chairman.  Strike  out  one  of  them. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  who  made  that  change  from  24  to.  19, 
and  whether  the  message  was  delivered  to  you  in  that  shape,  or  how 
it  came  to  be  in  that  shape  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  judge  this  change  was  made  maybe  in  the  news- 
paper office.     I  could  not  tell,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  have  any  information  about  that ! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  how  it  should  be  printed,  gentlemen 
of  the  committee.     Of  course,  the  record  ought  to  be  a  verity. 

Senator  Nelson.  Before  you  pass  from  tnat,  I  would  like  to  ask 
why  you  wanted  to  know  when  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Littlefield  drew 
their  last  month's  salary  ? 

^  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wanted  to  clear  up  in  my  mind,  Senator,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  payments  that  were  made  in  my  accounts  for  bringing 
Mr.  Littlefield  from  Rockland,  Me.,  to  New  York,  and  return,  ana 
to  know  whether  he  was  a  Congressman  at  that  time  or  not;  and  the 
same  concerning  Mr.  Watson.  The  money  that  was  paid  to  Mr. 
Watson — I  wanted  to  know  whether  I  would  be  right  in  saying  that 
he  got  that  money  while  he  was  in  Congress  or  after  he  left  Congress. 
I  got  those  reports. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  knew  when  Mr.  Watson  left  Congress,  did 
you  not  ?     You  knew  when  his  term  expired  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Also  you  knew  when  Mr.  Littlefield's  term  ex- 
pired? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  simply  wrote  to  have  it  on  my  files.  I 
wanted  it  on  my  files. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  asked  him  to  tell  you  when  he  drew  his 
last  month's  salary,  and  not  when  he  ceased  to  be  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress.    I  wanted  to  know  what  significance  that  had. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Just  the  period  when  he  left  Congress  or  when  his 
term  expired? 

Senator  Nelson.  The  information  you  wanted  was  not  when  he 
drew  his  last  month's. salary,  but  when  his  term  expired? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  got  both  slips  from  the  gentleman  that 
wrote  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  not  stated  you  paid  Mr.  Watson  $500  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  my  mind  clear  on. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  did  not  say  that  I  said  I  paid  Mr.  Watson  $500. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  you  say? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  I  loaned  Mr.  Miles  $500  to  be  paid  to  Mr. 
Watson. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  Mr.  Miles  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  say  who  is  Mr.  Miles? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Miles  was  chairman  of  the  committee  on  tariff, 
the  committee  on  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  gave  it  to  Mr.  Miles  to  give  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  wanted  to  know  whether  that  was  given 
before  or  after  Mr.  Watson  ceased  to  be  a  Member  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  your  object  in  ascertaining  whether 
it  was  before  or  after  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  object  was  just  as  I  stated  when  I  wrote  Watson 
that  letter  that  has  been  read  a  few  moments  ago,  that  I  was  fully 
convinced  that  Mr.  Watson  was  trying  to  undermine  me  and  take 
my  position  away  from  me,  and  was  perfectly  satisfied  to  work  with 
this  organization  if  they  would  pay  him  for  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  have  in  your  mincKat  that  time  that 
you  thought  you  could  make  out  a  case  of  Mr.  Watson  receiving  this 
money  while  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  might  have  had  that  in  mind. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  not  that  your  purpose? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  that  it  was.  I  will  not  swear  it  was 
at  that  time,  because,  as  I  said,  I  wanted  to  wait  for  future  devel- 
opments. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  other  words,  were  you  not  laying  for  Watson, 
to  get  a  case  against  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  I  was  trying  to  get  the  members  of  this 
organization  to  revise  their  organization  from  the  inside  and  clean 
out  the  fakers;  and  later  correspondence  will  show  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Your  object  was  to  reform  the  whole  organi- 
zation ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  not  that;  but  I  thought  if  there  was  two  or 
three  men  let  go  by  that  organization,  or  a  new  system  carried  on,  it 
would  reform  the  organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  they  had  reformed,  you  probably  would  have 
stayed  with  them  ? 

Sir.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  don't  say  that.  I  have  had  a  talk  with 
Enos  Paullin,  one  of  their  directors;  that  he  thought  if  he  would  see 
their  general  manager  I  could  come  back  to  the  organization,  and  I 
positively  said  I  did  not  want  to  come  back. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  still  wanted  to  reform  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  might  be  a  progressive,  Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  Had  you  paid  this  money  to  Mr.  Miles  before 
you  wrote  this  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Sir? 

Senator  Cummins.  Had  you  paid  the  money  to  Mr.  Miles  or  loaned 
it  to  him,  that  he  was  to  give  Mr.  Watson,  before  you  wrote  the 
letter  that  has  just  been  read? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Have  you  any  receipt  here  for  that  payment  ? 
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Senator  Reed.  I  have  not  seen  all  these  matters,  Senator  Cummins. 
I  do  not  think  I  have  read  any  such  receipt,  and  I  have  not  read  ahead 
in  this  book. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  refer  to  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles,  of  Racine,  Wis., 
do  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  was  connected  with  your  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  one  of  the  directors  of  the  organization. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  had  given  Mr.  Miles  the  money  to  pay  to 
Mr.  Watson,  and  therefore  you  wanted  to  know  when  Mr.  Watson's 
term  expired  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  not  that  also  true  of  Mr.  Littlefield? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  you  not  know  when  Mr.  Littlefield's  term 
expired  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  clear  at  that  time  when  Mr.  Littlefield's 
term  did  expire.  I  wranted  to  know  when  he  resigned.  Mr.  Little- 
field's  term  did  not  expire,  he  resigned;  but  I  was  clear  on  when  Mr. 
Watson's  term  expired. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  vou  give  anvbodv  anv  money  to  pay  to  Mr. 
Littlefield?  "       * 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  bore  Mr.  Littlefield's  expenses  at  the  meetings 
that  I  was  instructed  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  attend.  I  was  instructed 
by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  go  to  Rockland  and  bring  Mr.  Littlefield  to  New 
York,  and  I  charged  that  up  in  my  expense  account — his  expenses 
to  New  York  and  his  expenses  from  New  York  to  Rockland  again 
and  the  incidental  expenses  while  in  New  York. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  you  wanted  to  know  whether  Mr.  Little- 
field was  a  Member  of  Congress  at  the  time  you  paid  out  these  moneys 
for  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Were  you  not  sufficiently  familiar  with  the 
situation  to  knowr  whether  Mr.  Littlefield  was  at  that  time  a  Member 
of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  as  accurate  as  some  of  the  witnesses  that 
have  come  before  this  committee. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  an  answer  to  my  ques- 
tion ;  I  do  not  want  any  recriminations  here. 

The  Chairman.  Answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  in  all  procedure  I  have  ever  saw,  this  has  been 
the  most  disgraceful  procedure  I  have  ever  known. 

The  Chairman.  Wait  a  moment.    Just  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  mean  what  the  Senator  is  asking. 

The  Chairman.  Answer  the  question. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  asking  a  perfectly  civil  question:  I  am 
asking  you  whether,  at  the  time  you  wrote  this  letter,  you  aid  not 
know  Mr.  Littlefield  was  a  Member  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  sure  of  it.  I  wanted  the  exact  date  of 
when  he  was  and  was  not  a  Member  of  Congress. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  had  been  operating  with  Mr.  Littlefield 
all  this  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Cummins.  And  you  were  perfectly  familiar  with  everything 
he  was  doing  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  not  perfectly  familiar  with  everything  he  was 
doing. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  knew  what  he  was  doing  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  general  office  lobbyist,  Mr.  Emery,  maybe  was 
quite  perfectly  familiar  with  everything  he  was  doing,  but  I  was  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  you  tell  us  now  that  you  dia  not  know,  when 
you  wrote  this  letter  of  November  22,  1911,  whether  Mr.  Littlefield 
was  a  Member  of  Congress  or  not  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  no;  at  the  time  this  expense  was  incurred. 
That  is  what  he  said. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  expense  was  incurred  before. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  mean  to  interrupt  the  Senator,  but  the 
witness  has  said  he  did  not  know  on  the  22d  of  November,  when  he 
wrote  this  letter,  whether  Mr.  Littlefield  was  a  Member  of  Congress  or 
not.  He  says  he  wanted  to  know  whether  certain  expenses  lie  had 
paid  fell  within  the  period  before  Mr.  Littlefield  resigned. 

Senator  Cummins.  Let  us  get  it  straight,  anyhow.  You  were  try- 
ing to  find  out  whether,  when  you  paid  out  certain  money  for  Mr. 
Littlefield,  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  had  been  with  Mr.  Littlefield  at  the  time 
the  expenses  were  paid  out  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  \  es,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  you  went  with  him  to  Maine  or  came  with 
him  from  Maine  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  did  not  accompany  Mr.  Littlefield  either  from 
Maine  or  to  Maine.  I  went  and  delivered  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  message 
to  Mr.  Littlefield,  and  he  told  me  I  might  go  back  and  say  to  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  that  he  would  meet  Mr.  Van  Cleave  on  the  day  required. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  paid  his 
expenses  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  furnished  him  with  tickets. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  must  have  been  with  you,  then? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  he  was  not  on  the  same  train.  He  went  on  an 
earlier  or  later  train,  I  am  not  sure  which. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  bought  his  ticket,  then,  from  New  York  to 
Maine  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  say  that  when  you  bought  the  ticket  for 
him  you  did  not  know  whether  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress  or  not. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  know  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress  at  that 
time. 

Senator  Cummins.  Then,  if  you  knew  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress 
at  that  time,  why  were  you  trying  to  find  out  when  he  ceased  to  be  a 
Member  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  read  the  correspondence,  it  will  show 
that  Mr.  Littlefield  in  a  large  measure  was  responsible  for  having  me 
resign  out  of  the  organization,  and  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  on  that  sub- 
ject and  received  no  answer.  Before  writing  to  Mr.  Littlefield  I 
wanted  to  satisfy  myself  whether  the  reports  1  heard  from  Mr.  Bird, 
that  he  did  come  to  the  New  York  office  and  ask  for  my  removal, 
were  correct  or  not.    Then  I  was  going  to  write  Mr.  Littlefield  those 
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facts,  and  to  show  that  he  was  an  ingrate  for  the  work  I  had  done  for 
him  in  the  past. 

Senator  Cummins.  All  that  may  be  true,  but  you  were  saying  that 
you  were  getting  this  information  for  a  certain  reason,  namely, 
to  know  whether,  when  you  did  certain  things  for  him,  he  was  then 
a  Member  of  Congress.    I  ou  adhere  to  that,  do  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.   i  es,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  the  expenses  that  you  paid  out  for  him 
began  at  least  by  your  buying  a  ticket  for  him  from  New  York  to 
Maine,  and  he  went  on  one  train  and  you  on  another,  but  both  of 
you  went  at  substantially  the  same  time? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  As  far  as  I  can  remember;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  yet  you  say  that  you  did  not  know  at  that 
time  whether  he  was  or  was  not  a  Member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  say  anything  of  the  kind.  I  say  that  I  did 
know  that  when  he  made  that  trip  to  New  York,  to  Rockland  and 
return,  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress,  and  after  that,  during  pretty 
near  a  year's  work  I  did  down  in  Maine  on  orders  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave, 
and  that  he  resigned  later  on,  and  I  wanted  to  know  just  when  he  did 
resign. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  you  have  stated  that  the  reason  you  wanted 
to  know  when  he  resigned,  or  ceased  to  be  a  Member  of  Congress,  was 
to  enable  you  to  tell  whether,  when  you  did  this  work  for  him  and 
paid  out  this  money  for  him,  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  I  might  not  ask  to  have  that  information  sent 
to  me  just  for  that  purpose.  I  said  it  might  be  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  it  on  my  files  as  a  reference,  so  I  could  be  able  to  turn  to  it 
and  know  when  he  was  and  when  he  was  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  When  vou  wrote  this  letter  of  November  22, 
191 1,  did  you  not  know  whether  Mr.  Watson  was  or  was  not  a  Member 
of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.    I  knew  he  was  not  a  Member  of  Congress. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  with  respect  to  him,  you  wanted  to  know 
whether,  when  you  loaned  or  paid  the  money  to  Mr.  Miles  to  be  in 
turn  paid  to  Mr.  Watson,  he  was  at  that  time  a  Member  of  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  know  when  you  paid  the  money 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  he  was  not  at  that  time  a  Member  of  Congress, 
according  to  what  I  have  corrected  myself  later  on.  lie  was  not,  at 
that  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  We  are  not  talking  about  that.  When  you 
wrote  this  letter  you  evidently  wanted  to  know  when  Mr.  Watson 
•ceased  to  be  a  Member  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  vou  have  said  that  the  reason  you  wanted 
to  know,  was  that  you  had  given  Mr.  Miles  certain  money  to  be  paid 
to  Mr.  Watson,  and  wanted  therefore  to  know  whether,  when  you 
paid  the  money  to  Mr.  Miles,  Mr.  Watson  was  a  Member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  guess  that  is  right,  Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  there  ever  a  time  when  vou  did  not  know 
whether  Mr.  Watson  was  or  was  not  a  Member  of  Congress — I  mean 
-during  all  these  proceedings  i 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  this  procedure  ? 
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Senator  Cummins.  Did  you  not  know  at  any  given  time,  just  as 
well  as  you  know  now,  whether  Mr.  Watson  was  or  was  not  a  Member 
of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  mulhall.  Yes,  I  knew  his  term  expired  on  the  4th  of  March, 
1909;  but  I  wrote  for  that  information,  as  I  said,  to  put  on  my  files, 
to  know  when  his  time  did  expire,  so  I  might  have  it  accurate  ana 
might  be  able  to  know  just  when  the  time  was. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  you  knew,  of  course,  on  what  date  you 
paid  the  money  to  Mr.  Miles;  you  had  a  memorandum  of  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  sure.  I  did  not  know  that  I  could  recall 
to  mind  that  memorandum  when  I  paid  that  money  to  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  was  some  time  before  this  letter  was  written, 
I  take  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  were  a  great  many  transactions  that  I  do  not 
know  that  my  mind  might  be  clear  on  small  details  of  that  kind,  and 
I  do  not  say  that  my  mind  was  clear  on  small  details. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  simply  asking  you  whether  or  not  you  did 
know  at  that  time  the  date  you  paid  the  money  to  Mr.  Miles  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  answered  four  or  five  times.  I  knew  later 
on,  when  these  letters  were  read  before  this  committee,  that  Mr. 
Watson  was  not  a  member  of  Congress  when  I  paid  that  money  to 
Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Cummins.  Where  was  Mr.  Miles  when  you  paid  the  money 
to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  the  New  Willard  Hotel. 

Senator  Cummins.  In  what  form  did  you  pay  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  monev;  in  cash. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  ne  give  you  any  receipt  for  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  that  I '  remember  of ;  no,  sir.  I  don't  believe 
I  required  a  receipt  from  Mr.  Miles  at  any  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  Mr.  Miles  about  it  after- 
wards, as  to  whether  he  had  paid  the  monev  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 
; jMr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  talked  to  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Emery  both, 
and  Mr.  Watson,  on  the  subject,  and  I  knew  the  money  was  paid 
.him  according  to  the  statements  of  those  gentlemen. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  remember  now  when  the  money  was 
paid  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  paid  after — those  letters  will  state  that.  If 
you  will  find  the  letters  that  have  been  read  over  and  give  me  the 
dates,  then  I  will  be  more  accurate. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  did  you  get  the  money  that  was  paid  to  Mr. 
Watson  ?  / 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  drew  it  out  of  the  bank  myself  as  a  loan. 

Senator  Walsh.  From  your  own  funds  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  from  my  own  funds. 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  did  you  get  it  back? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  got  it  back  from  Mr.  Miles.    Mr.  Miles  later  paid 

it  back  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  that  some  emergency  money  that  was  to  go  to 
MrJtWatson  for  some  reason,  or  what  was  the  reason? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  to  go  to  Mr.  Watson  as  a  retainer  by  thia 
tariff  committee. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  was  the  tariff  committee  which  had  been 
created  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  at  that  meeting  in  St.  Louis  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  the  meeting  on  the  16tn,  17th,  'and  18th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1909,  in  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  They  created  a  tariff  committee  of  100,  and  then 
that  committee  created  a  subcommittee  or  an  executive  committee  of 
some  kind  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  has  been  disclosed  in  the  correspondence,  as 
I  understand  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  it  was  at  that  time  that  Mr.  Miles  wanted  to 
give  to  Mr.  Watson  this  $500  retainer  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Or  about  that  time  ? 

Mr.  MuLnALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  why  Mr.  Miles  did  not  go  and  get  that 
money  from  Mr.  Emery  right  here  in  Washington?  What  were  the 
circumstances  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  could  not  say  why  or  wherefore  that  he 
did  not  get  the  money  from  Mr.  Emery.  I  know  I  was  talking  to 
Mr.  Miles  about  seeing  that  Mr.  Watson  should  be  compensated  for 
his  services,  and  Mr.  Miles  told  me  at  that  time  that  up  to  the  present 
time  the  committee  had  not  made  any  collections,  I  believe. 

Senator  Reed.  The  committee  of  100? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see.  He  was  not  to  work  for  the  Manufacturers' 
Association,  but  for  the  committee  of  one  hundred. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  keep  your  checks  when  you  got  them 
back  from  the  bank  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  the  stubs,  I  believe,  and  I  think  some  of  the 
canceled  checks.     I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  vou  think  vou  could  find  the  stub  of  that  check, 
or  the  check  upon  which  you  drew  this  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  shall  go  over  my  stubs  when  I  get  the  opportu- 
nity, and  do  the  best  I  can  to  find  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  Mr.  Miles  living? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  are  his  initials  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Herbert  E.  Miles,  as  I  understand  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  does  he  live? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  Racine,  Wis. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  write  some  letters,  which  have  been  read, 
saying  that  Mr.  Watson  ought  to  have  some  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  the  correspondence  is  very  full  on  that,  all 
through. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  believe  there  is  a  published  interview  with 
Mr.  Watson  about  that.     We  will  come  to  tnat  later. 

Now,  referring  to  No.  4328,  this  telegram  reads: 

Letter  this  morning.  Will  call  you  on  phone  to-morrow,  Saturday,  one  o'clock; 
have  information;  if  you  will  not  be  home  wire  me  Fritz  Router's,  and  I  will  come  to 
Baltimore  and  meet  you  any  time  afternoon. 

Mo. 
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That  is  November  19,  1911,  or  November  24,  whichever  is  the 
correct  date. 

No.  4329  seems  to  be  an  exact  copy  of  that.  Both  of  them  are  on 
blanks.  I  think  we  had  better  not  strike  that  out,  Mr.  Chairman,  until 
we  get  an  explanation.  There  may  have  been  two  deliveries  of  that 
message. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  we  will  reserve  that. 

Senator  Reed.  4330,  4331  is  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered 
this  association,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  next  call  your  attention  to  the  last  item: 

Dec.  1.  Paid  to  I.  H.  McMichael  for  services  rendered  during  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber, as  per  agreement  and  instructions  of  Mr.  Bird,  $50.00. 

Did  vou  pay  that  money  to  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  do  it  by  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  To  whom  were  these  accounts  sent? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers- 


Senator  Walsh.  I  understand  that,  but  to  what  officer  of  the 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Walsh.  Under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  if  they  were  read  in  the  New  York  office, 
then  they  conveyed  the  information  to  the  New  York  office  that  you 
were  paving  this  money  to  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  they  could  not  do  otherwise. 

Senator  Reed.  These  two  telegrams  which  I  have  just  referred  to, 
No.  4328  and  No.  4329,  are  signed  "Mc."     Was  that  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  Please  let  me  look  at  that;  I  might  jump 
too  quick  there. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  they  were  from  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  is  Mc. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  McMichael,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  those  are  the  messages  Mulhall  re- 
ceived. He  could  not  tell  from  those  messages  whether  or  not 
McMichael  signed  them. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  just  what  I  am  coming  to. 

Did  vou  have  any  transactions  or  business  with  anybody  at  Fritz 
Reuter  s  except  Mr.  McMichael  or  Mr.  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  not  necessary  to  go  into  that  proof.  We 
can  assume  for  the  purposes  of  this  case  that  Mr.  McMichael  sent  the 
telegrams. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  afterwards  have  any  conversation  with 
Mr.  McMichael  in  reference  to  the  matters  referred  to  in  these  tele- 
graphic messages  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Returning  to  No.  4330,  4331,  I  take  it  that  all 
of  these  accounts  which  have  been  introduced  in  evidence,  or  prac- 
tically all  of  them,  at  least — I  will  put  it  that  way — were  sent  to  the 
New  i  ork  office  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yesr,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Some  of  them,  I  think,  in  the  early  days  had  been 
sent  to  the  St.  Louis  office.     I  am  not  certain  about  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  few,  while  I  was  in  the  Watson  campaign  in  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  find  No.  4332  in  the  file. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  might  read  it.  Go  on  and  read  it  from  the 
printed  record,  and  then  you  can  supply  it  afterwards.  I  want  to 
ask  the  witness  a  question  about  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4332  is  a  letter  which  was  furnished  us  and 
printed  by  the  printer,  the  original  of  which  is  not  now  before  us.  It 
reads  as  follows: 

(4332.) 

House  op  Representatives, 

Press  Gallery, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  9,  1911. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel:  The  Committee  on  Judiciary  of  the  House  are  holding  meetings 
and  hearings  on  the  Clayton  bill  defining  contempt  of  court. 

Mr.  Wilson,  of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  spoke  in  favor  of  the  passage. 

Will  look  for  you  Monday  noon. 

These  are  the  words  Mc.  said  to  me:  "Tell  the  Colonel  to  go  and  see  Wilson  and 
make  arrangements  with  him." 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McM. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  this  Mc.  referred  to  in  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson  (reading) :  "  These  are  the  words  Mc.  said  to  me." 

That  is,  this  letter  is  n-om  Mr.  McMichael,  and  he  must  have 
referred  to  Mr.  McDermott  then  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson  (reading):  u These  are  the  words  Mc.  said  to  me: 
'Tell  the  Colonel  to  go  and  see  Wilson  and  make  arrangements 
with  him.'" 

Which  Wilson  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  Mr.  Wilson  of  the  fifteenth  Pennsylvania 
district. 

Senator  Nelson.  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  wanted  at  that  time  to  try  to  offer  through 
Mr.  McDermott  those  papers  to  Congress  for  an  investigation.  I 
asked  Mr.  McDermott  to  bring  it  before  the  House. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  investigation  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  to  have  an  investigation  of  this  organization, 
and  offered  these  papers  to  Mr.  McDermott  to  turn  them  over  to  the 
House  to  have  an  investigation. 

Senator  Nelson.  An  investigation  of  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  What  you  are  making  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  what  we  are  doing  now.  You  wanted  Mr. 
Wilson  to  start  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wanted  Mr.  McDermott  to  start  it.  And  he  stated 
at  that  time,  I  believe,  that  he  had  seen  the  Speaker  and  had  seen 
Mr.  Mann,  and  they  would  not  go  ahead  with  it.  Later  on  I  went 
to  Mr.  Wilson  and  told  Mr.  Wilson  that  my  wife  had  gone  insane,  and 
I  was  tired  and  sick  of  the  work  that  I  was  doing  and  I  wanted,  if  it 
was  possible,  to  have  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Gompers  and  lay  the  matter 
before  those  people  so  there  would  be  an  investigation. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  the  result  of  that  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Wilson  wrote  me  a  letter,  which  I  think  you 
will  find  will  explain  itself,  and  I  had  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Gompers 
in  Washington. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  transpired  at  that  meeting  ? 

Mr  Mulhall.  I  think  the  letters  will  tell  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  did  not  succeed  in  getting  an  investigation  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  succeed  until 

Senator  Nelson.  I  mean  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  succeed  at  that  time  in  getting 
an  investigation. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  have  before  me  No.  4332,  and,  in  fact,  had 
it  here  all  the  time  but  overlooked  it.  That  has  just  been  read.  I 
will  ask  you  if  that  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  McMichael,  and  if  the  initials 
"I.  H.  McM."  are  in  his  handwriting? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  as  near  as  I  can  get  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Colonel,you  must  be  altogether  mistaken  about  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  see  that,  Senator. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  letter  had  not  the  slightest  reference,  had 
it,  to  any  attempt  to  get  an  investigation  of  these  letters  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  has,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  you  not  confusing  him  with  that  question  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  get  the  fact  even  if  it  does  confuse  him. 

It  had  not  the  slightest  reference,  had  it,  to  any  investigation 
such  as  we  are  now  conducting  in  regard  to  the  letters  before  us? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  had  this  reference,  Senator:  I  offered  those 
papers  to  Mr.  McDermott,  to  place  them  in  his  hands,  and  that  he 
might  use  them  any  way  he  wanted  to  use  them  to  get  an  investiga- 
tion of  this  organization. 

Senator  Walsh.  These  papers  involved  Mr.  McDermott  about  as 
seriously  as  any  man  mentioned  in  connection  with  them,  did  they  not. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  Mr.  McDermott  would  not  have  got  into  it 
if  he  had  done  what  I  wanted  done  at  that  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  Likewise,  they  involved  Mr.  McMichael  about  as 
seriously  as  anyone? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  and  Mr.  McMichael  will  testify,  I  guess, 
on  that  fact,  that  he  was  willing  to  have  this  investigation  go  anead. 

Senator  Walsh.  Are  we  to  understand  from  you  now  that  you 
were  enlisting  the  services  of  Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  McMichael  to 
procure  an  investigation  by  the  House  of  this  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers,  and  to  lay  before  a  committee  of  the  House  all  of 
these  letters  that  you  have  now  submitted  to  this  committee? 

Mr.  Mulhall.   i  es,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  All  right. 

Senator  Nelson.  May  I  ask  a  question  there,  supplementing  that? 

Were  thepapers  that  you  forwarded  to  Mr.  McDermott  to  lay 
before  Mr.  Wilson  the  same  papers  that  we  have  had  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  intended  to  be  those  papers.  Mr.  McDer- 
mott came  to  my  home  and  looked  over  a  lot  of  the  letters  and  stuff 
on  a  Sunday  afternoon,  with  Mr.  McMichael,  and  they  were  the  same 
papers  I  gave  later  to  the  World. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  said  if  Mr.  McDermott  had  done  what  you 
proposed,  he  would  not  be  involved.  If  you  turned  over  all  letters 
ne  necessarily  would  have  been  involved,  would  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  if  I  turned  over  all  letters. 
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Senator  Walsh.  Was  it  your  purpose  to  withhold  those  in  which 
his  name  appeared  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  want  to  go  fully  into  Mr.  McDennott's 
affairs  at  that  time.     I  felt  kindly  toward  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand.  But  if  he  was  active  in  procuring 
the  investigation  in  the  House  it  would  be  necessary,  as  a  matter  01 
course,  to  withhold  the  letters  containing  his  name  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  If  you  did  not  want  to  involve  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  I  want  to  know  from  you  if  it  was  your  pur- 
pose to  withhold  the  letters  which  did  involve  Mr.  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  would  have  held  them  from  coming 
before  this  committee  if  it  was  not  that  I  was  convinced,  after  meet- 
ing parties  here  in  Washington,  of  the  stand  he  took  in  making  false 
statements  concerning  my  work  in  Chicago  and  the  way  he  treated 
other  people  that  he  was  in  touch  with  at  that  time,  and  I  was  con- 
vinced at  that  time  that  he  was  a  proper  subject  for  investigation. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  possible  to  separate 
these  letters  and  these  accounts  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  have  separated  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  present  only  those  that  would  have  no  ref- 
erence to  Mr.  McMichael  or  Mr.  McDermott  ?  They  seem  to  be  inter- 
woven, all  the  way  through,  with  other  things. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  not  all  through,  Senator.  Not  interwoven  all 
through.  Those  of  Mr.  McDermott  could  be  withheld  and  need  not 
have  been  brought  out. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  believe  it  would  have  been  possible  to 
have  had  an  investigation  of  your  relations  with  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  that  would  not  have  brought  Mr.  McDer- 
mott and  Mr.  McMichael  into  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  thought  such  a  thing  would  have  been 
possible. 

Senator  Walsh.  Wore  these  papers  or  these  letters,  or  their  sub- 
stance, placed  before  Mr.  Wilson  ? 

Mi\  Mulhall.  I  gave  Mr.  Wilson  to  understand  what  I  had,  I 
believe,  at  the  interview  I  had  with  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  is  the  Mr.  Wilson  who  is  now  Secretary 
of  the  Department  of  Labor  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  You  will  find  a  letter  from  Mr.  Wilson  on 
the  subject. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  did  vou  lav  them  before  anyone  else  con- 
nee  ted  with  Congress  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  1  did  not.  I  took  Mr.  McDermott's  story 
as  bona  fide  at  the  time,  and  for  that  reason  I  said  I  felt  I  could  not 
get  the  investigation  required. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  was  Mr.  McDermott 's  story? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  said  the  leaders  of  the  House  would  not  allow 
it  to  come  up;  that  he  had  consulted  with  Speaker  Clark  and  Mr. 
Mann,  and  those  people  would  not  let  it  come  up. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  lay  the  matter  before  Mr.  Gompers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  an  hour's  interview  with  Mr.  Gompers  at 
Dr.  Nevin's  residence  in  Washington — or  over  an  hour — about  that 
peri^4  ~*  *-ime. 
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The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  to  sell  them  or/give  them  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  offered  to  give  theln  to  him. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  offer  to  sell  them  to  him? 

'Sir.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.     I  set  no  price  on  them. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  talked  to  Mr.  Wilson  did  you  actually 
lay  the  letters  before  him,  or  did  you  have  an  interview  and  tell  him 
you  knew  a  lot  of  things  about-  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  lay  the  letters  before  him,  because  my 
interview  with  Mr.  Wilson  was  on  the  gallery  of  the  floor  of  the 
House,  and  I  believe  he  was  coming  out  of  the  gallery,  where  I  be- 
lieve he  had  some  friends,  and  I  stopped  him  a  few  minutes;  and 
later  I  received  a  letter  from  him  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  you  try  to  verify  the  statement  of  Mr. 
McDermott  that  ho  had  talked  with  the  Speaker  and  Mr.  Mann  about 
it,  and  that  he  could  not  make  any  headway  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  never  had  any  talk  with  either  the  Speaker 
or  Mr.  Mann  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  4333,  4334,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy 
of  an  account  you  rendered  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLnALL  (after  examining  account).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4335  is  a  registration  list  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  and  it  is  omitted  in  the  print.  Here  is  the 
document.  It  seems  to  be  a  list  of  their  hotels,  where  they  stop.  I 
think  it  is  not  necessary  to  go  into  it. 

Is  No.  4336  a  letter  from  Mr.  McMichacl  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) :  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

House  of  Representatives, 
Committee  on  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  22 ,  1912. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Friend  Col.:  I  am  this  day  sending  you  the  record,  also  the  names  of  the 
committees  that  are  having  sessions. 
Stanley,  on  steel. 

District  of  Columbia,  on  real  estate. 
Expenditure  s  in  the  State  Department. 
Foreign  Affairs,  diplomatic  appropriation  bill. 
Military  Affairs,  on  increase  pay  for  aviators. 
Will  send  report  each  day  hereafter.    "With  best  wishes,  I  am, 
Respectfully, 

I.  H.  McMiohael. 

There  are  a  number  of  words  misspelled  in  this  letter.     All  the 
mistakes  in  spelling  do  not  appear  in  the  print. 
Is  No.  4337  a  letter  from  Mr.  McMichael  to  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads  as  follows : 

(4337.) 

House  op  Representatives,  Press  Gallery, 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  23, 1912. 

Dear  Friend  Colonel:  The  House  has  the  District  bill  before  them  all  day; 
will  try  and  pass  it  before  4.30  this  evening,  at  which  time  they  will  have  a  caucus  on 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  Democrats  want  a  public  building  bill  this  year  or 
not.    The  chairman  of  appropriations  is  against  any  building  bill  wis  year. 
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Committee  on  the  Census  had  a  meeting  on  the  Oldfield  bill,  authorizing  Director 
of  the  Census  to  publish  the  statistics  on  the  amount  of  cotton  now  in  the  warehouses. 

Insular  Affairs:  H.  J.  Res.' 164,  requesting  the  President  to  consider  the  expediency 
of  effecting  a  treaty  with  European  powers  providing  for  the  neutralization  of  the 
Philippines  Island  and  to  protect  an  independent  government. 

Civil  Service:  H.  R.  15924,  by  Hughes,  of  N.  J.,  to  place  the  Internal-Revenue 
Service  under  the  civil  service. 

Foreign  Affairs:  Preservation  of  the  Niagara  Falls  water. 

Interstate  Commerce:  Nothing  but  bridge  bills. 

Stanley  on  the  Steel  Trust. 

See  by  the  papers  that  Burns  will  appear  before  the  Larmar  Committee  in  the 
Senate  some  time  next  week  against  Senator  Lorimer. 

With  best  wishes,  nothing  new. 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael. 

No.  4338  is  another  letter  you  received  from  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  suppose  that  is  a  similar  report  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Eked.  Is  No.  4339  a  letter  that  you  received  from 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That,  also,  is  a  formal  report,  Senator.  I  think 
the  next  should  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4340  is  another  short  note,  signed  "Mc."  I» 
that  another  note  you  received  from  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  note) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  reads  as  follows: 

Hotel  Reuter, 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  26,  1912. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Inclose  find  clippings  taken  from  Bulletin  this  evening* 
Come  over  and  I  think  we  can  do  a  little  business.  I  phone  you  this  night,  and  think — 
ing  you  would  rather  see  this,  I  send  same  by  special  delivery. 

Call  me  up  to-morrow  at  McD.  office,  M3120,  Branch  346,  any  time  after  ten  in  morn~ 
ing,  or  come  over.    Best  wishes. 

Mc. 

He  says : 

Inclose  find  clippings  taken  from  Bulletin  this  evening. 

Do  you  remember  what  they  were  about,  and  what  the  Bulletin 
was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  my  mind  is  not  clear  on  that. 
Senator  Reed.  He  says: 

Come  over  and  I  think  we  can  do  a  little  business.  I  phone  you  this  night,  and 
thinking  you  would  rather  see  this,  I  send  same  by  special  delivery. 

Do  you  remember  what  that  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Business.     I  should  suggest  it  would  be  referring 
to  a  loan. 
Senator  Reed.  Well,  but  he  said  here: 

Inclose  find  clippings  taken  from  Bulletin  this  evening.  Come  over  and  I  think 
we  can  do  a  little  business.    I  phone  you  this  night. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  Senator  Reed  to 
the  fact  that  all  these  letters  he  has  been  reading  were  after  the  1st 
of  January.  Mulhall  had  severed  his  connection  with  the  association 
at  that  time,  and  he  must  have  been  doing  business  on  his  own 
account. 

Senator  Reed.  Undoubtedly. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  You  say  they  are  all  after  the  l9t  of  January, 
Senator  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes.  I  thought  your  resignation  was  to  take 
effect  then  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  resignation  did  take  effect  the  1st  of  January, 
1912.     You  gay  those  are  all  after  that  time? 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  date  of  them. 

I  want  to  go  back  now  to  No.  4336,  the  first  letter  on  page  29  CJ. 
That  is  dated  January  22,  1912.  The  next  letter,  No.  4337,  is  dated 
January  23,  1912.  The  next  letter,  No.  4338,  is  dated  January  24, 
1912.  The  next  letter,  No.  4339,  is  dated  January  25,  1912.  The 
next  letter,  No.  4340,  is  dated  January  26,  1912. 

Were  not  you  and  McMichael  doing  a  little  business  on  your  owrt 
account  then  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  never  done  an  hour's  business  with  Mr. 
McMichael,  that  I  know  of,  after  I  left  that  organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  Why  were  you  getting  these  reports  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  I  could  not  say.  If  those  are  dated  right,  I 
could  not  say. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  next  letter  will  explain  those  reports.  He 
need  not  explain  very  much  about  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4341  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to 
McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Listen  to  this  letter  now,  Colonel: 

Baltimore,  January  26 ',  1912. 
Mr.  I.  H.  McMichaels, 

Room  323,  House  Office  Building, 

Care  of  Hon.  James  T.  McDermott,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mac:  Your  four  letters,  commencing  Monday,  Tuesday,  Wednesday,  and 
Friday,  have  all  been  received,  and.  appreciate  very  much  the  information  contained 
therein.  It  is  not  as  full  as  I  would  like  to  have  it,  for  I  particularly  requested  you  to 
let  me  know  several  days  ahead  when  the  Labor  Committee  would  hold  hearings,  for  my 
principal  object  in  getting  this  information  is  to  find  out  if  possible  when  Mr.  Emery 
will  be  attending  any  of  those  hearings,  so  that  I  can  address  the  committee  in  oppo- 
sition to  what  he  is  seeking. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.     I  did  intend  to  go  before  the  committee 

and  expose 

Senator  Reed  (continuing  reading) : 

I  want  to  convince  some  of  our  doubtful  friends  that  I  am  thoroughly  sincere  in 
the  matter  I  have  undertaken  and  that  I  have  not  started  to  fight  yet. 

Mr.  McDermott  said  he  would  come  over  to  my  home  on  Sunday.  Let  me  know  if 
he  is  coming,  and  if  so,  I  would  like  very  much  to  have  you  come  along  with  him, 
and  I  think  I  can  surprise  both  of  you  with  the  documents  that  can  be  produced. 
Let  me  know  when  you  get  this  letter  when  he  is  coming,  and  tell  him  to  make  it  as 
early  as  he  possibly  can  Sunday  morning.     I  will  be  over  the  first  thing  on  Monday. 

Closing  with  very  best  wishes,  I  am, 

Sincerely,  yours,  . 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  where  vou  intended  to  confer  with 
them  about  laying  the  matter  before  Wilson,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  Well,  I  think  it  was  laying  the  matter — 
Mr.  McDermott  wanted  me  to  have  a  meeting  with  Air.  Goinpers's 
attorneys,  and  I  did  have  a  meeting  at  their  office  later  on. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  McMichael  under  your  employment 
after  the  1st  of  January? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Walsh.  He  did  continue  in  the  employment  of  the  Manu- 
facturers' Association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  he  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  you  did  have  a  meeting  with  Gompers's 
attorneys.     Who  were  they? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Ralston  and  one  other  attorney,  I  believe,  in 
Mr.  Ralston's  office.  The  gentleman  is  sitting  there  [indicating].  I 
believe  I  had  two  meetings  with  the  gentlemen  at  their  offices. 

Senator  Reed.  4342-4344  is  another  letter  signed  "Mc."  Is  that 
from  McDermott  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  No,  sir.     It  is  from  McMichael. 

Senator  Reed.  I  meant  to  say  from  McMichael.  This  is  on  the 
♦letterhead  of  James  T.  McDermott.     I  read  from  this  as  follows : 

House  of  Representatives, 
Committee  on  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  26,  19 It. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  House  has  been  considering  pension  matters  up  until  2.30 
this  evening;  then  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  tariff 
on  steel  and  iron;  will  consider  this  for  next  two  days.  See  Record  of  motion  made 
by  Underwood. 

The  Committee  on  Judiciary  had  a  meeting  this  morning  to  consider  the  bill  to 
further  protect  trade  and  commerce  against  unlawful  restraints,  and  Mr.  Lewis  D. 
Brandeis,  Mr.  Chas.  F.  Choats,  of  Boston,  Mass.,  was  here  and  spoke,  only  after  former 
Congressman  Littlefield,  of  Maine,  had  made  a  request  to  postpone  the  hearing  until 
February  13,  as  he  was  counsel  for  United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.,  and  they  are  under  an 
indictment  in  Boston  now  for  violating  the  Sherman  Act.  I  made  inquiries  if  Emery 
would  be  there,  but  up  to  this  evening  no  one  knows  him. 

Is  that  the  way  the  original  reads.  [After  examining  the  original 
letter.]    That  is  the  way  it  reads.     I  will  read  that  again: 

I  made  inquiries  if  Emery  would  be  there,  but  up  to  this  evening  no  one  knows  him; 
if  he  comes  before  committee  I  will  telegraph  you  at  once.  Committee  on  Rules  has 
the  Money  Trust  before  them  and  Mr.  Uttermeyer,  of  New  York,  spoke  to-day.  He 
(Emery)  may  appear  before  this  committee;  in  ca&e,  I  will  wire  just  the  same.  Inter- 
state Commerce  nas  the  same  thing  as  before  Niagara,  and  Mc  will  have  a  hard  fight 
this  time,  and  I  know  you  can  do  wonders  in  this  matter  for  him  also  when  you  go  to 
Chicago;  write  Mc  to  fix  matters  so  I  can  go  with  you. 

Trusting  to  hear  from  you  soon,  or  better  yet,  see  you.  Lewis  said,  tell  him  we  are 
broke.    Best  wishes. 

I  am,  yours,  Mc. 

Who  was  Lewis  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  young  gentleman  who  used  to  hang  around 
Fritz  Reuter's  frequently,  and  I  met  him  there  with  McDermott 
and  McMichael.  They  called  him  "  Count  Lewis  Fernandez."  He 
is  a  Spanish  count. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  he  claimed  to  be  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  it  your  purpose,  when  you  went  before  these 
committees  and  found  Mr.  Emery  there,  to  expose  this  Manufac- 
turers' Association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  tell  what  it  was  doing  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  does  this  part  mean  ?  It  seems  to  be  badly 
punctuated.     I  will  read  it  all: 

He  (Emery)  may  appear  before  this  committee;  in  case,  I  will  wire  just  the  same. 
Interstate  Commerce  has  the  same  thing  as  before  Niagara,  and  Me  will  have  a  hard 
fight  this  time,  and  I  know  you  can  do  wonders  in  this  matter  for  him  also  when  you 
go  to  Chicago. 
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Does  that  refer  to  a  fight  that  Mac  was  going  to  have  in  the  com- 
mittee or  a  fight  that  he  was  going  to  have  for  reelection? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  fight  that  he  was  going  to  have  for  renomination. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  restrained  you,  Mr.  Mulhall,  from  making 
the  exposure  at  this  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  watching  for  a  chance 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  want  to  make  it  before  Emery  appeared  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  I  did  not.  I  wanted  to  face  Mr.  Emery  before 
some  of  those  committees  and  to  appear  in  opposition  to  him.  I  did 
not  give  up  the  idea  of  getting  this  matter  before  Congress. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  intending  to  expose  the  whole  matter 
before  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  restrained  you,  you  say  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  I  was  waiting  for  an  opportunity  to  get  before 
a  committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  yes.    Did  you  try  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  letters  indicate  tftat  I  was  trying,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  go  before  any  committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  Or  ask  any  chairman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  waiting  for  Emery  to  come,  and  then 
you  wanted  to  confront  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator,  may  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  the  fact  that,  as  a  matter  of  public  record,  I  appeared  before  the 
Judiciary  Committee  during  January  and  February,  1912,  for  three 
weeks,  at  hearings  of  that  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  that  is  interesting  information. 

4345-4347  is  what  ?  It  is  perfectly  manifest  from  these  letters  that 
Mulhall  wanted  to  get  Emery  before  some  committee.  He  wanted 
to  know,  for  some  reason;  I  do  not  know  what.it  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  May  I  ask  him  one  question  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  McMichael  continue  to  report  to  you  after 
this? 

Senator  Reed.  The  letters  are  here  that  show  that,  Senator. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  the  letters  will  refresh  mv  memory  better 
than  anything  else. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  he  get  no  compensation  for  that  work  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  he  was  getting  no  compensation. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  did  it  voluntarily,  for  your  good? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  McMichael  was  a  little 
sore,  too,  about  having  his  stipend  cut  off? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  he  was  a  little  sore,  also. 

Senator  Reed.  4345-4347  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed 
to  you.  Do  you  know  where  tne  original  of  that  letter  is  ?  I  hand 
you  the  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  I  got  this  letter 
from  him.  It  is  out  of  place  here.  I  have  got  the  original  letter,  I 
believe,  at  my  home. 

Senator  Nelson.  From  whom  was  it? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  from  Daniel  Springer,  of  Baltimore,  Md. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  did  you  get  that  copy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  made  several  copies.  Mr.  Springer  made  affi- 
davit, and  I  sent  out  copies  of  that  letter  to  all  the  directors  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Nelson.  Why  did  you  not  bring  the  original  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Sir  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Why  did  you  not  bring  the  original  letter  here  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  that  the  original  letter  will  appear,  Sen- 
ator. I  did  not  know  that  the  committee  was  going  into  the  1912 
campaigns,  when  I  was  outside  of  the  organization.  I  have  down 
in  my  room  copies  of  these  letters,  which  I  will  bring  up  this  afternoon 
if  you  wish. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wish  you  would  bring  them. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  whether  the  original 
is  here  or  not,  that  I  think  I  saw  a  copy  of  this  letter  in  the  files  last 
night  that  were  turned  over  by  the  Manufacturers'  Association. 

Mr.  McCartee.  That  is  correct,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  is  out  of  place  at  this  time  and  ought  to 
be  laid  aside  for  the  present. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Copies  of  those  letters  were  sent  to  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  by  this  man  who  was  seeking  to  be  rein- 
stated. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  i  would  like  to  have  you  prove  that.  You  are  mak- 
ing a  statement  you  can  not  prove. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  speaks  for  itself,  Mr.  Chairman,  and 
'there  is  no  necessity  for  construction  by  either  the  witness  or  the 
attorney. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  that  the  Springer  referred  to  by  Mr.  Mcdave  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  your  father-in-law,  was  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  he  is  not  my  father-in-law.  Anybody  that 
states  I  am  married,  or  anybody  that  says  I  have  any  feeling  for  any- 
one but  the  unfortunate  being  now  in  the  hospital,  lies,  and  is  telling  a 
deliberate  lie. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  no  charge  here  against  you  of  that  sort. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  recognized — I  never  have  had  what  I 
would  call  but  one  wife  in  this  life,  and  I  am  as  faithful  to  her  to-day 
as  I  was  when  she  went  insane. 

Senator  Cummins.  Is  this  man  Springer  the  man  to  whom  you  got 
McClave  to  give  a  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  read  in  the  record  here  at  a  previous 
time.     McClave  says  he  never  saw  him  after  he  gave  him  that  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  \es,  sir;  I  believe  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  does  he  live  at  this  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  lie  lives  in  Baltimore,  Md.  The  gentlemen  have 
him  subpoenaed,  and  I  suppose  he  will  appear. 

Senator  Reed.  His  letter,  Senator,  or  a  copy  of  his  letter  and 
affidavit,  I  ran  across  last  night  in  looking  through  the  papers  fur- 
nished yesterday  to  the  committee  by  th&  gentlemen  representing 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  I  think  there  is  no 
question  about  the  authenticity  of  this  letter,  but  I  suggest  that  as  it 
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runs  a  year  ahead,  we  lay  it  aside  at  this  time 'and  come  to  it  in  its 
order. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  pass  on  to  the  next  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4348  is  a  duplicate  of  4066. 

No.  4349  is  a  duplicate  of  4310,  4311. 

The  next  letter  is  No.  4350.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you 
wrote  to  Mr.  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  a  letter  dated  Baltimore,  January  30,  1912, 
and  reading  as  follows: 

(4350.) 

Baltimore,  January  SO,  19 It. 
Mr.  I.  H.  McMichaels, 

Secretary  to  the  Honorable  James  T.  McDermott, 

Room  $23  House  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mac:  I  got  your  phone  message  on  Sunday  and  expected  to  be  over  on 
Monday  morning  early,  but  as  I  started  for  the  train  I  got  a  very  severe  fall  upon  the 
sidewalk  in  front  of  my  home  and  it  jarred  me  so  bad  that  I  have  not  been  able  to  get 
out  of  the  house  for  the  past  couple  of  days.  I  hurt  my  kneecap  and  shoulder  and 
the  doctor  thinks  I  will  be  laid  up  for  3  or  4  days  yet. 

I  will  try  to  get  over  to  Washington  on  Thursday  to  see  you  and  McDermott  and  am 
a  little  bit  surprised  that  your  letters  have  stopped  coming.  I  have  not  heard  from 
you  since  Saturday  morning  except  by  phone.  I  am  extremely  anxious  about  the 
hearings  upon  the  8-hour  bill,  and  as  soon  as  you  get  this  I  wish  you  would  go  to  the 
Senate  side,  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor,  and  find  out  when  they  will  have 
their  next  hearing. 

Hoping  that  you  will  comply  with  this  request  and  write  me  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  believe  me,  as  ever, 
Sincerely,  yours. 

Did  you  sign  that  letter  and  send  it  to  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4351  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  received 
from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  the  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  seems  to  be  simply  a  formal  report  about 
what  is  going  on. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  call  your  attention  to  this  latter  clause: 

This  information  was  sent  to  me  by  the  clerk  of  the  committee. 

In  view  of  that  statement,  I  want  to  read  the  whole  letter.  It  is 
as  follows : 

(4351.) 

Committee  on  Agriculture, 
House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C,  Feb.  5,  1912. 

Dear  Colonel:  The  House  will  take  up  one  of  the  appropriation  bills  to-day. 
The  committees  of  the  House  that  had  meeting  this  morning  are  the  Committee  on 
Judiciary;  the  hearing  was  on  a  bill  of  claims  filed  by  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Military  Affairs,  bill  for  the  sale  of  Mammoth  Cave  property. 

In  the  Senate:  The  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  had  a  meeting  this  morn- 
ing, but  it  was  in  session  only  fifteen  minutes  and  then  to  hear  a  statement  by  a  man 
named  Frank  C.  Partridge,  of  Proctor,  Vermont,  and  that  was  all;  he  only  filed  with 
the  committee  chairman  a  protest  against  the  eight-hour  bill. 

This  information  was  sent  to  me  by  the  clerk  of  the  committee,  and  as  thev  was  not 
going  to  have  anyone  there  but  this  man  Partridge  and  this  was  on  request  from  him, 
as  he  was  going  to  leave  the  city  this  evening;  otherwise  I  would  of  wired  you. 

Best  wishes,  and  hoping  to  see  you  Thursday,  I  am, 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael. 
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No.  4352  appears  to  be  a  letter  addressed  to  you,  but  it  is  not  the 
entire  letter.  Can  you  by  looking  at  it  tell  whether  that  portion 
which  is  here  produced  was  sent  to  you  by  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  on  the  same  McDermott  letterhead,  and  reads 
as  follows: 

(4352.) 

House  of  Representatives, 
Committee  on  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  6, 191t. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

S9SS  Old  York  Road,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Friend  Colonel:  Had  a  talk  with  Mr.  Clayton  in  regard  to  when  he  was 
going  to  report  his  bill  out  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary,  and  the  only  thing  he  would 
say  about  the  matter  was:  "To  tell  you  the  truth,  Mc,  I  do  not  know. "  I  asked  him 
if  it  was  any  chance  for  it  to  come  out  this  week  and  he  said  no,  but  if  I  was  interested 
in  the  matter  he  would  let  me  know  in  time.    I  herewith  inclose  a  copy  of  the  bill. 

Have  this  day  ordered  sent  to  the  Mrs.  several  books  which    *    *    * 

The  Chairman.  No.  4353  and  No.  4354  are  simply  reports. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4353  is  a  letter.  Will  you  look  at  that  and  tell 
me  whether  that  is  a  letter  received  by  you  from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  the  letter).  Yes,  sir.  This  is  a 
letter  from  Mr.  McMichael. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  letter,  but  before  doing  so  I 
want  to  make  the  suggestion  to  the  committee  that  it  is  1  oxlock, 
and  Col.  Mulhall  asks  if  he  can  not  be  relieved  at  this  time.  If 
we  can,  I  personally  would  like  to  adjourn  at  this  time,  because  I  have 

little  business  to  attend  to  that  will  take  some  time.  I  was  going 
to  ask  for  a  later  hour,  but  I  had  just  as  lief  adjourn  early. 

I  will  read  the  last  letter  identified: 

(4353.) 

Committee  on  Aoriculture. 
House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C.t  February  7,  1912. 

Dear  Colonel:  Nothing  has  happened  to-day,  the  House  has  been  working  on  the 
calendar;  passed  a  few  bills  that  do  not  amount  to  much. 

The  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  P.  0.  Dep.  met  and  had  a  hearing  on  the 
paper  issued  by  the  Letter  Carriers'  Union.  The  men  that  spoke  are  Mr.  W.  C.  Wood, 
Mr.  Madden,  ex-Third  Assistant  Postmaster,  and  Mr.  Burt. 

Committee  on  Appropriations:  Appropriation  bills. 

Foreign  Affairs:  Property  and  life  lost  in  Mexico:  Stanley  on  steel. 

Let  me  know  what  tne  Mrs.  thought  of  the  letter  and  l>ooks.  The  Senate  has  only 
the  Lorimer  hearing:  I  have  not  heard  anything  from  them.  Nothing  at  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor. 

Best  wishes,  I  am, 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  stand  adjourned  until  half 
past  2. 

Senator  Reed.  Make  it  3  o'clock,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  we  will  adjourn  until  3  o'clock,  then. 

(Thereupon,  at  1  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  took  a  recess  until 
3  o'clock  p.  m.) 
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AFTERNOON   SESSION. 

The  committee  met  at  3  o'clock  p.  m.,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of 
the  recess. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MARTIN  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Resumed. 

The  Chairman.  Your  letters  and  correspondence  show  that  you 
had  some  dealings  with  a  Mr.  Feeney.  Look  at  this  man  here  at  the 
end  of  this  table — Mr.  Feeney,  of  Washington — and  say  whether  he 
is  the  man  to  whom  you  referred. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  please  stand  up,  Mr.  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  Feeney  (standing  up).  I  am  James  L.  Feeney,  of  Washington, 
ex-president  of  the  Central  Labor  Union  and  ex-president  of  the  book- 
binders' union.  In  Mr.  MulhalTs  statement  he  nas  mentioned  a  man 
by  my  name  who  has  received  money  from  him,  and  a  local  publica- 
tion in  this  city  has  used  my  name  in  that  connection  as  bemg  that 
person.     Am  I  the  man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  That  is  entirely  wrong.  I  referred  to  Frank 
Feeney,  of  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  official  reporter  to  the  fact 
that  practically  every  time  I  have  mentioned  Mr.  McMichael  I  have 
said  "  J.  H.  McMichael,"  and  in  the  printed  galley  proof  it  is  also  "  J.  H. 
McMichael/'  whereas,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  should  read  I.  H.  Mc- 
Michael.    That  should  be  corrected. 

Is  No.  4353  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4354  another  letter  you  received  from  Mr. 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  same  letterhead  of  Mr.  McDermott. 
The  letter  reads: 

(4354.) 

Committee  on  Agriculture, 

House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  9,  191t. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

3933  Old  York  Road,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel:  The  House  has  been  on  the  Army  appropriation  bill  all  day  and 
they  are  going  to  try  and  finish  this  evening,  now  4  o'clock. 

TTiis  morning  the  House  had  the  question  of  what  committee  had  the  right  to  con- 
aider  the  child-labor  bill,  and  it  was  between  the  Committee  on  Labor  ana  the  Com- 
mittee on  Judiciary;  after  a  vote  the  labor  committee  has  the  bill  in  charge.  If  they 
have  any  hearings  I  will  let  you  know  in  time.    Have  not  heard  from  Mc  as  yet. 

Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  has  the  Panama  bill  up. 

Judiciary  has  the  question  of  right  on  property  used  oy  the  XJ.  P.  R.  R. 

Interstate  Commerce,  miner  bills;  Stanley  on  steel. 

Expenditures  in  the  P.  0.  Dept.,  Lewis  Publishing  Co.,  G.  B.  Cortelyou  on  the 
stand. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am, 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael. 

Regards  to  Mrs.  Mulhall. 

I  see  in  the  letter  this  expression: 

"Have  not  heard  from  Mc  as  yet." 

What  Mc  did  you  understand  that  to  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott. 
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Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  you  were  expected  to  hear  from 
him  about  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  in  relation  to  going  out  West  to  help  in  the 
campaign  of  1912. 

Senator  Reed.  And  when  you  say  out  West,  you  mean 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  Chicago. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4355  appears  to  be  on  one  sheet  of  paper,  and 
at  its  head  is  this: 

After  severing  his  connections  with  the  National  Manufacturers'  Association  Col. 
Mulhall  went  to  Chicago  in  the  summer  of  1912  and  assisted  James  McDermott,  of  the 
fourth  Illinois  district,  in  his  campaign  for  reelection  to  Congress.  In  arranging  for 
this  trip  Secretary  McMichael  wrote  to  Col.  Mulhall  as  follows. 

Then  follows  what  purports  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  McMichael. 
Manifestly  this  must  have  been  something  that  was  prepared  for  a 
newspaper.  It  is  printed  here  in  the  shape  of  a  fragment,  but  it 
must  have  been  something  that  was  prepared  for  a  newspaper  that 
had  these  letters  for  publication.  I  hand  it  to  the  committee  so  they 
can  see  it. 

Manifestly  this  paragraph  I  read  does  not  belong  here  and  should 

be  stricken  out.     I  am  gomg  to  ask  you  to  listen  to  this  letter  I  wjll 

read  and  state  whether  you  got  such  a  letter  from  Mr.  McMichael, 

and  if  you  turned  it,  or  a  copy  of  it,  over  to  the  New  York  World  ? 

[Reading:] 

Press  Gallery,  House  of  Representatives, 

February  12,  1912. 

Friend  Colonel:  This  letter  will  about  reach  you  on  your  return  from  Pa.  If  you 
can  make  arrangements  to  come  over  here  one  day  this  week,  I  have  had  a  long  talk 
with  Mc.  and  from  what  I  can  understand  we  can  get  the  money  to  go  to  Chicago  for 
him,  as  he  is  going  to  N.  Y.  and  see  McD.  over  there,  and  on  his  return  we  will  be  all 
right. 

There  is  no  need  of  saying  anything  to  him  in  regard  to  our  talking  to  Ward  in  the 
Senate,  as  I  explained  this  to  him  in  this  way.  We  were  over  there  and  had  a  talk 
but  did  not  do  anything  in  the  matter,  only  wanted  to  see  what  he  would  say.  Did  not 
say  anything  aboxit  the  papers  we  left  there,  as  it  is  best  not.  I  am  having  h —  again 
over  here,  and  from  what  I  can  understand  they  are  going  to  change  me  again,  as 
Lloyd  told  Mc  that  he  was  going  to  put  me  on  an  elevator,  as  the  Committee  of  Ac- 
counts that  have  charge  of  me  had  decided  on  this  some  time  ago.  There  is  no  need 
of  saying  anything  until  after  the  primaries  in  April,  then  we  will  have  some  h — . 
There  is  no  chance  of  taking  the  matters  we  spoke  of  to  the  newspapers  in  N.  Y.  until 
after  we  get  some  money  in  Chicago,  and  after  the  fight,  because  if  we  start  anything 
until  then  it  will  put  us  on  the  bum  for  getting  anything  in  Chicago. 

Think  the  matter  over  and  let  me  hear  from  you,  or  better  still,  come  over  and  let  us 
talk  this  thing  over,  and  I  know  we  can  come  to  some  arrangement  whereby  we  all 
will  get  what  we  are  after. 

Trusting  this  will  find  you  and  the  Mrs.  better, 
With  kind  regards,  I  am,  yours,  truly, 

I.  H.  McMichael. 

Did  you  get  such  a  letter  from  Mr.  McMichael  as  this  which  I  have 
read  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  reads  like  one  of  Mr.  McMichaeVs  letters.  With- 
out seeing  the  letter  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  identify  it  positively. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  do  you  remember  having  been  over  to  Penn- 
sylvania at  about  this  time — February  12,  1912? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  were  you  doing  over  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  getting  kind  of  the  lay  of  the  land  in  relation 
to  politics. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  find  since  I  have  asked  you  these  questions  that 
4356,  4357,  which  is  not  printed  in  the  record,  but  which  is  marked 
as  a  duplicate  of  No.  4355,  is  probably  the  original  letter.  Please 
look  at  it  and  see  if  it  is. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  I  got  that  letter  from 
Mr.  McMichael;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  No.  4355  be  withdrawn  and  marked 
as  a  duplicate  of  4356,  4357,  and  that  4356,  4357  be  printed  in  the 
record. 

By  the  way,  did  you  tell  me  what  you  were  doing  in  Pennsylvania  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  there  on  account  of  a  political  mission. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  sent  you  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  sent  by  anybody  at  that  time.  I  might 
have  gone  over  there  to  see  some  labor  people  over  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  any  distinct  recollection  now  about  what 
you  did  go  over  for? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  am  not  positive.  I  can  not  say  just  what 
mission  I  did  go  over  there  on.  It  must  have  been  politics,  because 
I  was  not  going  over  there  on  anything  else. 

Senator  Keed.  The  next  statement  in  this  letter  is: 

If  you  can,  make  arrangement  to  come  over  here  one  day  this  week.  I  have  had 
a  long  talk  with  Mc,  and  from  what  I  can  understand  we  can  get  the  money,  to  go  to 
Chicago,  for  him,  as  he  is  going  to  N.  Y.  and  see  McD.  over  there  and  on  his  return  we 
will  be  all  right. 

Who  was  the  "McD."  that  Mr.  McDermott  was  going  to  see? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  John  McDermott,  the  field  agent  or  the  brewers. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  first  phrase,  "I  have  had  a  long  talk  with 
Mc,"  refers  to  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  Congressman  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  gomg  over  to  see  the  field  agent  of  the 
brewers,  Mr.  John  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.     I  got  that  letter,  by  the  way 

Senator  Reed.  Just  let  me  finish  this,  and  I  will  come  to  that. 
[Reading:] 

There  is  no  need  of  saving  anything  to  him  in  regard  to  our  talking  to  Ward  in  the 
Senate,  as  I  explained  this  to  him  in  this  way.  We  were  over  there  and  had  a  talk, 
but  did  not  do  anything  in  the  matter;  only  wanted  to  see  what  he  would  say. 

To  what  does  this  next  clause  refer  ? 
Did  not  say  anything  about  the  papers  we  left  there,  as  it  is  best  not. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  were  a  lot  of  affidavits  I  got  when  I  was  in  the 
Secret  Service  concerning:  Mr.  Burns,  of  noted  fame,  a  detective,  and 
I  turned  those  over  to  Mr.  Ward,  Mr.  Lorimer's  secretary,  to  be  put 
before  the  Lorimer  committee,  and  I  told  Mr.  McMichael  to  get  those 
letters  back  when  they  were  through  with  them,  and  Congressman 
McDermott  has  still  got  those  papers. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  am  having  h again  over  here,  and  from  what  I  can  understand  they  are  going 

to  change  me  again,  as  Lloyd  told  Mc  that  he  was  going  to  put  me  on  an  elevator, 
as  the  Committee  of  Accounts  that  have  charge  of  me  had  decided  on  this  some  time 
ago.    There  is  no  need  of  saying  anything  until  after  the  primaries  in  April,  then 

we  will  have  some  h .    There  is  no  chance  of  taking  the  matters  we  spoke  of  to 

the  newspapers  in  N.  Y.  until  after  we  get  some  money  in  Chicago,  and  after  the 
fight,  because  if  we  start  anything  until  then  it  will  put  us  on  the  bum  for  getting 
anything  in  Chicago. 
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Dili  7^11  brr*  ei  ^M^nrpAfciiiiii  as  iLai  szm*  ib*  zui^ar  -rf  ssr-irg 
this  cscrggwcoyrrg.    :c  *  par:  :c  ^s  ciicrcsccniitaxee.  v^^  i.j.  toe 
wed  in  X**r  Y:ck  * 
Mr  it—rf^z    Y~  sr 
Ss^:r  zLemd,  Ha»i  j.jx  ixj^i  lias  ->T*r 
Mr  MTTTFtT     ».3£."Mr.  Jtil*sr2a:Cu  tzii 

;-:-c  Xelsot-  Bon  t.;-«i  w*zz*d  *o   *«  a«:*n>H;rrng  :«r;  cc  the 


ft.  -  Jfc.  >_    rii  i       a-^,  *   -t;     ■   nfc»ii  . 

£.:-c  Sci^i  I  £*t_  iie  m^_  wj&  m  £»c  ac-nnpc?,:ng  frrci  the 


Mr  Itrprr    I  ri*s  tb*  t-wwec*  b**i  bra*«i  Mr.  M^^ar^a**:  on 
<af«*F9it  -:•?«»»:&*  ir_  ^ar*  >>?£■"  ^:ck-  an*i  be  waa^ec.  *-j  «*  x  be  oraid 


^^^        •         #    -   

Ssia^c  Xelsos.  W*£*eti  t»:  mocL  iban  baoc*  ti:«  w«l=:  *o  the 


Mr*  lirrfft;:     I  *elz*\k*zz+  *»:•:•  ibe»-aab     Iv.«^ii^:«s  ^ 

*«:r  Xals.  H:tt  .i>  jrsz  rta^b  si*  c-occiiggarc.  r-y  ib*;  ian- 

i-  ib*  "lcw««  rrf«r»»i  m  * 
z. :r  Xel^c*.  H*  b**  £ca:*i  ibas  b*  veu  i.:  =*»*  ibe  rncesnta- 
lir*  :■:  "i*  :«■*"*« 

:•:*>  •    *?q»    In  ^baca^1:-  * 

7?wr*  is  zii  'jiaae*  :t  -fcrnir  a**  imrvrr  ▼*  souk*  :i  i:  :at»  annacisr  sr  X.  T. 

mn  m:ctpr  zt  Oticw^  nf'ias  "a*  ia^  wt.JUBfr  x  iv  mt 
2  "w^—  yis  is  m  "a*t  :<m  ir  f^cznr  urstaic  a*  vTfcifcx 

«•:-?  "i^ALsa.  I   i->  z*:z  "tyrssarfi  tbas  be  w«  jocac  to  get 

S*t£a:.:r  XE-soy.  TL*z  ^  wi«  I  T^a^.vd  frr-rs  mbii  be  stated. 

s/:  Xzi-aox.   -  ijkt  5s  Tfi-i.:  I  ■=»i«,Su.:<%L     T:*  cata  ^sk  him. 
T'V"  ^x>»ir:^i  :*■:■  re*  zj:---*t  zi  •_  ISr-A.r:  fr:-n  ibe  bcw^r?  «*  ibeir  rep- 
es«l:a":t*2s    iii  7  .-••:•  • 

Mr.  Vrr  ?  t:  y   "Y*s:  ttti-hi  I  -«*«:^  i-:»  *JbSr*£*>  I  c*Z«  oe  ibw  wp- 
*&t*:.**'zt*;  ri  t-*iiif  :f  Mr.  Mcl>€rr»r:. 

S^-lv.  r  ^-"aI-se.    »*-i*  ibit  lb*   :rJh-  5»:->zr^  r:c  ecs>eiK<ec  to  get 

'_.v*t  rr*'.  zl  n  *  r.  V'V^-* 

llr  Mr-rr    X-  .  kr:  zwc.-*r*kZrr  fr.zi  ^A^rfa^^mfts  in 
try/:.     71-r  :'■!-  IV:  t  i^r*  i*  :■•  ttl-:-  ibex  ir>:  rscoex  frv-rL 

S*c-t**:*r  XELi#:»y    DSi  t->*^  rir*wn  *•:■  ^r«*  nj;r*rT  frvr*zi 
«f*«*r  7:^  bti  brvkvpi  -rhb  :ir  iltn-^fwT^r^r?'  JLs&v.xaix4i  and  cot 
]or*e  fr:  z:  ib*zri  * 

Mr.  MoFiTi.   I  -ijd.  to  beJr  Mr.  McDkid-ms:  t«n.    I  did  not  get 
ft  -><«. t  ri**!^  f-: r  m~  :xi  ^s-e. 

SKLA>:r  Xej-«<:»x.  "Y:  a  «pe*:«eni  li*:  ibeT  wocid  respond  to  your 
c»E  fcf***r  7-:  -  Lac  brcieL  Tib  lb*  ftssc-ciftrico  * 

Mr.  Mohitj    Yes.  I  erascra?  is :  tbt:  tbej  wvoVi  befe  oat  along 

os*  fc«€s :  i^jd  in  IS**,  r:  ^fcrr,  I  was  iold  thej  vwcld  ntber  hare  me 
cone  inio  tieir  dstrirts  ib»r.  10  bave  the  X*i£pn*l  Af^x-»tioii. 

Saifcur  Walsh.  Did  ti*T.  in  f*«.  r«spocd  to  wcr  «dl! 

Mr.  MrLHALi-  Ye?,  sir. 

S*;nm:*:  r  Walsh.  In  that  campaign  of  Mr.  McIVnaotu 

Mr.  Mtxhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Walsh.  Is  there  here  such  a  list  of  those  who  cbntributed  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  had  only  resigned. 
He  did  not  have  any  open  breach  with  this  association  at  that  time. 

You  have  just  handed  me  a  letter  inclosed  in  an  envelope,  which 
I  will  ask  the  reporter  to  mark. 

(The  letter  referred  to  was  marked  4303-A  and  the  envelope 
4303-B.) 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  this  letter  marked  4303-A  and  the  en- 
velope marked  4303-B,  and  ask  you  if  you  received  that  letter  in  that 
envelope  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed  The  envelope  is  addressed  "Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 
Washington,  D.  C."     It  has  a  return  eard  on  the  outside,  as  follows: 

United  States  Brewers'  Association,  109-111  East  Fifteenth  Street,  New  York 
City. 

The  letter  is  written  on  the  letterhead  of  the  United  States  Brewers' 
Association,  and  at  the  top  are  printed  a  list  of  the  officers  of  the 
company,  as  follows: 

President  and  chairman  board  of  trustees:  Carl  J.  Hoster. 

Vice  presidents:  First,  Jacob  Ruppert,  jr.*;  second,  William  Hamm;  third,  Edward 
A.  Schmidt. 
Treasurer:  Anton  C.  G.  Hupfel. 
Secretary:  Hugh  F.  Fox. 
General  counsel:  Robert  Crain. 
Manager  organization  bureau:  John  A.  McDermott. 
Chairman  vigilance  committee:  Albert  Lieber. 

Chairman  advisory  committee  and  labor  committee:  Louis  B.  Schram. 
Chairman  publication  committee:  A.  G.  Hupfel,  jr. 
Chairman  finance  committee:  Jacob  Ruppert,  jr. 
Chairman  committee  on  Federal  relations:  Julius  Liebmann. 

The  letter  reads  as  follows: 

New  York,  September  27,  1911. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  In  the  campaign  just  closed  in  the  State  of  Maine  in  which  our 
people  were  so  much  interested  your  assistance  and  advice  was  of  great  help  and  benefit 
and  is  thoroughly  appreciated  by  us.  While  the  result  is  not  conclusive  and  means 
more  work  it  was  on  account  of  the  conditions  that  confronted  us.  If  at  any  time 
I  can  be  of  service  to  you  then  you  may  cheerfully  call  on  me  and  I  will  do  what  I  can 
for  you  as  you  have  for  us.    With  kina  regards,  I  am 

Very  truly,  yours,  John  A.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  a  very  nice  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  thank  you. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  is  a  complete 
verification  of  the  statement  that  he  went  up  there  at  the  request 
of  this  gentleman. 

Look  at  No.  4358  and  see  if  that  is  a  telegram  you  got  from  Mr. 
McMichael. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads  as  lollows: 

(4358.) 
[Telegram.] 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  77,  1912. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

393.1  Old  York  Road,  Baltimore,  Md.: 

Will  leave  here  ten  to-morrow  morning  irith.  Mc. 

I.  H.  McMichato-. 
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It*-  is  F*-:rotrr  17.  :*:i. 

lb.  MnFiTZ    f  urrd*s?3ic«c«3  *.*  thus  i**"rrij:  W*s*±iff;.oai  to  go  to 

SaLi^-r-r  Reel*.  Is  4>Sy.  ^i-  arx«ii«r  lessor  Triici.  t-oc  received 
free  lb.  M rl&iA-2  ♦ 

lb.  MnElLL     *fl*KT  rTaJT.T^TTtg  It-iMT  .    Yfi>,  S 

i:.:«t  Rftt*.  This  rt«ds  as  fo3ow>: 


*.>!*.  4MK. 


tvaanrra  <w  l^ixTirr 

C«L  K  M.  M-naAiz-  BbZt  .v*rr   ML 

Itti  i_«k*:-wel-  71a*  a*  *»be  irs;  5ij  I  iat*  *•*«  nr"  cc  tb*  brros*  5-rr  a  w«*k: 

-jJk:  iirc*  yrc  Lit*  rr«^Hi *aZ2  riciu  *y  tfcis  ow.  Ifrl*.  wwi  »  Chicago 
sj  ^Tseiazir  f»:i=j*nzr«-  azi£  1  i*r*  4  ~Jm*s  r?:tiL  i±l  iz.  wiiri  ie  svqMtted  me 
v  wrd^*-  *oif  ±zi£  :«r:  vi*«L  ycc  wl^I  !■*  Ai  >  "c  r*:cL-*  ;ci  :e.  ^-rt^er  «n£!L  yrc:  «*ald  write 
*:  izi  ±l  '  "iiair: .  1.  rir-z.  *Sv»:i  Yiri*.  E*5  a  lAli  wriL  Mr.  GariiMr  off  X.  J.  this 
mi:niur  Aiii  !•*  irje  Afifur  5:c  thi  azi£  taj  sasLrr^ik-*  slttc»*c  5*  iearz  vec  wn*  side: 
i*t  "viz.-.*  v.  s«*  y:i  n.  r*rir-  ■*■  focrf-  :=-a^<^  n  Lfc*  usznn. 

I  z-.'ji  izn  *JiA:  I  tju  r:iar  iv-fr  ;.:  *^r  y;--  :-3rf  ^t^-tk:  "ii?  ww£  if  I  oc4ild  pet 
my     L*t  21.*  kzimr  wi-*--  yrc  will  r-e  h:c-e  Azrl  I  w£i  "dry  sztz  c**;  Away  xrcnn  uie 

Tr-u?^^r  "LL2*  -rd  ±iif  t.^.  izii  :lf  Jk*  a1".  *>.  K.    'H*:ii.  ilt  t«-«-  ^e«  rec»rij.  I  «mt 
«.-   - -_  •  - 

IH.lkMnuiL 

Is  Xo.  4361  iac'iher  k-ner  to^  i«cerr«l  frv-ra  lb.  Mclfkhael ! 
lb.  UruoAix  afier  examining  letter".  Yes.  sir. 
SesmoT  Reed.  It  is  on  ;be  letteifcead  of  the  Hoas<e  of  RepreentA- 
th-«.  Pr«s  Gdfcry.    It  reads : 

P£ES»  CilUFtT. 

fr.LM.3LMr:.-i;:    5  7  w^.  .Vf 

Itu  Fstev^  T:^r  !■*««  -:  12*  rob  iz^c,  r*v-"d.  asc  I  -«>fti  tcnity  And  taken 
cij?A^i  =i^^  :  rye.  X :  v  lb*  «.\--=r:^*  :~  EducftS^-c  am  LaKc  sfi  tbe  Senate 
wL.  bAT«t  =y«r-gc  ill  -  *n  t^i  r  il-e  • •■:$£.>!>:  -r  r :-.  lirry  fc*vie  ac  am  \i  the  men 
tbii:  ti-  ir.»3id-  1*  ;lr  — r^rzLr  1*  .  j-ec:  :.:  Vb.v*^  -mk^-^  i/jr^fck.  am  will  begin  At 
I&  1*1-  :=.  Tir  =i:j—  ~  r  i^  r  ,:—  -^*'  ^-hla:*  OSes-  F*-i:.  A?;-*p"ife*  bMrsur  next  week 
Ot*t  *T:er,  ir  lill  Vl_  r-?  rrTmai  "         

1***  v«: r:^p-  :-  J-Ld.:iAry  ;:  Ae  E;vj*e  hA5  Lao  f^wa:  x^eesiz^cA  the  Wilson 

iz.jz=.:ii:-L  "rill  Ar_i  ."ire  ice  I  Lay-  it.*  A*r:TAz.x>f  -iji:  i-»  oacmune*  wiD  report 

a  till  t^z.Th  s.z-z.  t -^:  will  j::  r:~-e  :  -:  a^'-  sTAvr^tc:  a?  v  "*}*  di^e:  will  echr av  out 

.  -  -~  •  .   .       ...  •  .  -      - 

I  Lat*  -rr^r  t*t»t?5  r**:c  ±r:-zz  Mr.  "S*Ari  azc  Iav^  ;ifci  ii  acv  c&*  And  will  tmn 

&C.   .  VrT  1.     y ;  -  -ri.^.  i  «?=■  y>«  ~r \: 

r  -:  Mr  ihi*  =j  hiizjr  az  i  : .  li  him  wi*:  y;u  i*Ad  «o  sty;  will  give  jxm 
I  i-rar  frrnjiin.     I  im  :at  ir.T.:  S:^..:  ^11-  b-"  bare  to  cveae  to  "the 
c&:*.    n:i"r  *i:r  rzz.  :•:  «.  .rv^-liz.i  -rill  o:  yru  c  «:o     ^  -ih  ny  wry  best  regnide  to 

Y.«  ^y.  I.  H.  McMnuiL 

P.  S.— Wrfce  me  when  ym  are  oooni;  over,  as  it  it  iraToasdbi^  ior  me  to  get  away 
from  the  Bjose  xmul  s^kht. 


»  . . •■«,i. 
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I  see  this  phrase  in  that  letter: 

I  have  your  papers  back  from  Mr.  Ward. 

Were  those  the  papers  that  relate  to  Mr.  Burns,  that  you  spoke 
about  a  while  ago  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  statement  also  is: 

Will  turn  them  over  to  you  when  I  see  you  next. 

Were  they  ever  turned  over  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  they  have  not  been  turned  over  to  me  yet. 

Senator  Reed.  4362,  4363  is  omitted. 

Is  No.  4364  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  attached  to  that  letter  a  document, 
No.  4365.  However,  I  will  read  the  letter  first.  It  is  on  the  letter- 
head of  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce and  Labor,  and  is  as  follows : 

(4364.) 

House  op  Representatives, 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the 
Department  of  Commerce  and  Labor, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  20, 1912. 

Dear  Colonel:  I  sent  you  a  letter  Tuesday  morning  explaining  all  about  the 
eight-hour  and  injunction  bills.  No  doubt  you  have  it  by  this  time.  I  had  a  letter 
from  Mc  this  morning  and  he  is  in  a  hell  of  a  hole  and  wired  me  to  send  him  my  salary 
check  for  this  month. 

There  is  not  one  cent  in  the  bank  and  he  is  overdrawn.  Now,  can't  you  get  hold 
of  a  little  money,  that  is,  enough  to  take  you  to  Chicago,  as  when  you  get  mere  he 
can  fix  everything  up  as  far  as  the  hotel  and  expense  account  will  go?  I  think  that 
Emery  or  Bird  woula  give  you  the  money  if  you  were  to  show  them  this  letter,  as  we 
have  worked  together  over  here  in  the  interest  of  the  N.  A.  of  Mfgs.  Let  me  hear 
from  you  by  wire  when  you  get  this  letter. 

With  my  very  best  wishes,  I  am, 

Yours,  truly,  I.  M.  McMichael. 

P.  S. — Sent  Mc  a  telegram,  and  am  waiting  for  answer. 

Do  you  know  where  McMichael  was  when  he  wrote  this  letter; 
whether  it  came  to  you  from  Washington  or  whether  it  was  sent  to 
you  from  Chicago,  or  where  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  It  came  from  Washington. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  No.  4365,  which  was  attached  to  No. 
4364  for  some  reason,  and  I  ask  you  what  that  is? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  The  reading  of  it  will 
explain  it.  It  is  a  receipt  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Harold  F.  McCormick 
for  me  to  sign,  for  $250  that  was  sent  to  Mr.  McDermott  for  campaign 
expenses  on  April  1,  1912. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  that  Mr.  McCormick? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Harold  F.  McCormick  of  the  Harvester 

Senator  Nelson.  Trust  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Trust;  son-in-law  of  John  D.  Rockefeller. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  put  in  this  and  then  ask  questions  about 
it,  or  the  committee  can,  because  it  bears  upon  it. 

Is  No.  4366  a  letter  which  you  received  from  John  A.  Chapman,* 
agent,  by  William  Jenkins  Cay  ? 

Mr.  Mxtlhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 


3420       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  dated  April  2,  1912.  I  think  this  letter, 
including  the  letterhead,  should  go  in  in  full.     It  reads  as  follows: 

Chicago  Stock  Exchange  Building  Reaper  Block  Bedford  Building  Hobbs 
Building  John  A.  Chapman,  agent.  1262  Chicago  Stock  Exchange  Bldg.  'telephone 
Main  1776. 

Chicago  April  2.  191 2. 
Col.  N.  M.  Mulhall, 

622  Sherman  House,  Chicago. 

Dear  Sir:  Enclosed  find  check  of  Mr.  Harold  F.  McCormick  to  your  order  for  $250, 
for  which  please  sign  and  return  the  enclosed  receipt. 
Very  truly  yours, 

John  A.  Chapman,  Agent, 
JS  enc.  By  Wm.  Jenkins  Cay. 

This  is  dated  at  Chicago,  and  is  addressed  to  you  at  the  Sherman 
House.     Were  you  at  that  time  in  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  business  took  you  to  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Helping  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott  win  out  in  the 
primaries. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  a  check  for  $250  inclosed  in  this  letter 
of  April  2  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  for  what  purpose  was  that  check  sent  to  you  % 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  the  purpose  of  turning  it  over  to  McDermott  for 
campaign  expenses. 

Senator  Reed.  How  did  it  happen  that  he  sent  it  to  you  instead  of 
to  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  of  the  checks  or  anything  that  was  collected — 
Mr.  McDermott  was  with  me  when  that  check  was  given,  and  when 
several  others  were  given  by  different  other  manufacturers,  that  we 

Eot- 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  given  or  promised  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  check  was  promised. 

Senator  Reed.  And  sent  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  sent. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  check  was  given — the  check  was  made  out — in 
my  name.    I  turned  the  money  over  to  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand  that  you  accompanied  Mr.  McDermott 
over  to  this  place  of  McCormick  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  an  interview  with  Mr.  McCormick  in 
person  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  McDermott  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  tell  McCormick  you  wanted  the 
money  for  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  told  Mr.  McCormick  that  Mr.  McDermott  had 
always  been  a  friend  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
for  the  past  four  or  five  years,  one  of  the  very  active  workers  for  that 
organization  in  Washington,  and  that  I  was  out  here  at  the  present 
time  doing  all  I  possibly  could  to  have  him  renominated. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  McCormick  a  member  of  the  Manufacturers' 
Association  individually,  do  you  know,  or  did  he  belong  to  or  was  he 
nected  with  some  institution  that  was  a  member  % 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  He  told  us  at  that  time,  if  I  am  not  mistaken — and 
I  feel  that  I  am  not — that  he  was  a  member  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers;  he  himself  or  his  firm,  I  am  not  sure  which, 
but  they  were  members  of  that  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  He  sent  you  that  check  and  sent  you  this  receipt 
to  sign? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  receipt,  however,  appears  to  antedate  the 
letter  by  one  day,  but  I  suppose  that  might  easily  have  happened. 
Did  you  give  that  money,  that  $250 — that  check  or  the  proceeds  of 
it — to  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  check  went  astray.  It  did  not  reach  the  hotel 
for  quite  a  while,  and  there  was  frequent  inguiries  made  about  it,  and 
about  the  5th  or  6th  of  April  I  informed  Mr.  McDermott  that  I  was 
going  to  start  back  to  Baltimore  that  afternoon;  that  I  had  done 
about  all  it  was  possible  for  me  to  do,  and  I  was  going  to  take  an 
afternoon  train  for  my  home  city. 

I  paid  my  bill,  because  I  had  got  no  subsistence  or  no  pay  or  sub- 
sistence wmle  I  was  out  there,  with  the  exception  of  $75  that  was 
SVen  to  me  by  Mr.  McMichael  before  leaving  here;  and  I  told  Mr. 
cDermott  that  I  was  going  back;  and  as  I  said,  I  notified  the  hotel 
people  and  paid  my  bill.  After  paying  the  bill,  six  or  seven  hours 
after  paying  the  bill,  Mr.  Flemming,  Mr.  McMichael's  brother-in-law 
out  there,  called  on  me  and  urged  me  to  remain  until  after  the  pri- 
maries; that  McDermott  himself  was  too  busy  with  the  campaign 
and  had  sent  him  down  to  make  a  plea  to  me  to  remain;  that  he 
would  make  up  new  lists  and  see  other  business  people  in  the  even- 
ing. After  considerable  persuasion  I  did  remain.  Some  mail,  some 
other  letters  that  were  there  at  that  time,  were  forwarded  to  my  home 
in  Baltimore,  and  I  did  not  get  it  until  I  got  there  on  the  9th  of  April. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  I  understand  correctly  that  when  you  left  the 
hotel  you  left  an  order  to  forward  your  mail  to  your  Baltimore 
address  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  If  I  understand  you  correctly,  while  you  remained 
in  Chicago  after  having  paid  your  bill,  that  order  being  in  the  hotel 
office,  there  was  mail  forwarded  from  there  to  Baltimore  while  you 
were  still  in  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Excuse  me.  Was  that  check  in  the  mail  that 
you  ordered  sent  to  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  that  is  how  it  happened  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  how  I  did  not  get  it  at  that  time.  The 
check  had  gone  astray.  It  was  forwarded  without  any  knowledge 
from  me  at  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  another  question.  You  went  to 
McCormick  and  got  this  $250.  Did  you  go  to  any  other  people  in 
Chicago  to  raise  money  for  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  succeed  in  obtaining  any  other  money  for 
him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  about  $750  in  addition 
to  that  check. 
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Senator  Reed.  And  for  what  purpose  did  you  get  that  monev  ? 

Mr.  Mi'liiall.  There  is  a  list  there  in  McDermotfs  own  handwrit- 
ing, and  checked  up  by  others  that  we  went  to  see  that  I  believe  will 
explain  better  than  I  can  tell  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  You  started  to  tell  about  this  check 
going  astray.  There  are  other  letters  about  it  among  these  letters, 
and  that  is  "why  1  thought  we  had  better  wait  until  we  got  them. 

Is  4367,  436$.  dated  "May  l\K  1012,  a  letter  which  you  sent  to  the 
officers  and  members,  or  a  part  of  the  officers  and  members  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  } 

Mr.  Mi'liiall.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that: 


4**67.  4365.1 

Baltimore.  Md..  May  19 ,  191!. 

To  f.v  o*\y-#  :ir\d  *wib**$  ■'■' '  tM  XcV'^uil  .Juocuin'on  of  Manufacturer*. 

*m  mm 

Gentlemen:  I  am  sendi:;,:  out  sevor.il  lot  tew  to  the  members  of  the  National  Aso- 
cial ion  of  Manufacturers  relating  to  the  campaign  of  last  vear. 

At  the  special  request  of  several  of  the  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Man- 
ufacturers 1  took  charge  of  the  campaicn  of  Congressman  John  J.  Gardiner,  of  the  second 
New  Jersey  district.  a:ui  assisted  in  the  election  of  Mr.  George  W.  Fairchilds,  of  the 
nre:;tv-fo::rth  New  York  district:  Mr.  James  T.  Mc  Dennett,  of  the  fourth  Illinois  dis- 
trict. "Mr  Mar:::;  B  Madde:;.  of  the  drvt  Illinois  district:  and  Mr.  J.  Hampton  Moore, 
of  the  third  PetuMvIvania  district,  all  of  whom  have  been  in  the  past  splendid  workers 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  take  it  that  way,  Senator,  I  guess  it  would. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  not  that  the  way  "you  take  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  would  you  take  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  take  it  that  I  wanted  to  eliminate  some  of  the 
members  of  the  organization  that  was  fighting  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  came  it  that  you  were  so  anxious  about  that, 
when  before  that  you  had  already  had  in  contemplation  exposing 
them,  both  by  offering  these  papers  to  Mr.  Gompers  and  by  trying 
to  reach  Mr.  Wilson  of  the  House? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  is  quite  a  period  of  time  between,  Senator, 
and  I  had  had  several  interviews  with  people  I  did  not  want  to  expose, 
and  did  not  want  to  bring  out. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  somewhat  relented,  then? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  meantime  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  gave  up  the  idea,  then,  of  this  exposure? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  now  you  were  anxious  simply  to  weed  out 
some  of  the  bad  fellows  in  the  Manufacturers'  Association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  your  purpose? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  that  your  mind  has  undergone  a  complete 
change  in  the  matter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  a  complete  change,  Senator;  a  change. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes,  a  change  from  the  idea  of  exposing  their 
imquitv  to  the  idea  of  reforming  them;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  might  be — how  is  that  ?  Just  put  that 
question  again. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is,  your  mind  had  changed  from  the  idea 
of  exposing  them  to  show  how  bad  they  were,  to  the  idea  of  simply 
weeding  out  the  bad  fellows  and  improving  the  organization  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  was  fully  convinced,  as  I  stated  and 
testified  before,  here,  that  a  very  small  percentage  of  the  manufac- 
facturers  of  the  organization  knew  what  the  workings  of  this  organi- 
zation was. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  succeed  in  weeding  out  and  reforming  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  was  refused  a  hearing. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  I  suppose  the  fact  that  you  did  not  succeed 
in  that  is  why  you  afterwards  went  into  this  exposure  business  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  at  all.     I  was  fully  convinced  that  those 

Eeople  were  stopping  me  from  getting  employment,  and  that  they 
ad  written  letters,  wliich  was  a  lie  upon  its  face,  concerning  that  I 
could  not  account  for  moneys  while  I  was  in  the  organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  did  not  know  but  it  was  because  you  found 
that  thev  were  so  far  along  that  it  was  impossible  to  reform  them. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  if  you  delve  into  it  you  will  find  that  they 
are  wrong  enough,  Senator,  without  my  passing  upon  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  tliink  that  the  purpose  of  this  letter  is  perfectly 

Slain  on  its  face.     He  wanted  a  hearing  before  the  members  of  the 
[anufac hirers'  Association,  and  he  was  appealing  from  the  men  who 
had  discharged  him  to  the  members  themselves,  and  undoubtedly,  I 
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think,  hoping  that  he  would  thereby  get  employment  again;  or  at 
least  he  would  get  even  with  the  men  who  had  put  him  out. 

Mr.  Emery,  rardon  me,  Senator,  but  is  that  letter  dated  Mav  19, 
1912? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  that  is  the  date  that  it  bears  in  the  print. 

Mr.  Emery.  Is  not  that  an  error?  The  proper  date  must  he  1913, 
because  the  letter  refers  to  the  campaign  in  the  fall  of  1913. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  that  is  correct.  The  date  in  the  print  is  1912. 
but  the  copy  which  I  now  hold  in  my  hand  gives  the  date  1913,  and 
that  letter  should  be  put  in  its  proper  place.     It  is  out  of  place  here. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  makes  a  difference  of  a  year  in  point  of  time. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  very  much  obliged  to  you. 

Senator  Cummins.  Let  me  understand  that.     I  do  not  get  that. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  is  out  of  place,  Senator.  It  is  printed 
as  a  letter  of  May,  1912.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  copy  which  I  read 
is  dated  May  19,  1913,  just  as  Mr.  Emery  suggests. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  see  any  inconsistency  in  it.     It  says: 

"The  old  organization  that  was  dropped  on  the  first  of  January, 
1912,  is  appealing  to  you  for  a  hearing. 

That  was  six  months,  or  five  months,  before  this  letter  was  written. 

Senator  Walsh.  A  year  and  six  months  before. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  may  be  so,  but  I  see  no  inconsistency.  You 
say  that  the  letter  itself  is  dated  1913  ?  Have  you  there  the  original 
letter? 

Senator  Reed.  The  original  letter  ?  I  hand  down  to  you  this  car- 
bon copy,  which  is  all  that  I  have,  or  have  ever  seen  [handing  letter  to 
Senator  Cummins]. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me;  you  will  see  that  the  first  paragraph  refers 
to  the  campaign  of  Hughes  in  New  Jersey,  and  other  campaigns, 
which  took  place  in  the  fall  of  1912,  while  the  original  letter,  as  dated, 
would  be  written  in  the  spring  of  1912,  before  those  campaigns  took 
place. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  quite  catch  the  gentleman's  statement. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  correct.  Senator  Hughes  ran  for  Senator 
in  the  fall  of  1912,  and  this  letter  could  not  have  been  written  about 
what  took  place  in  that  campaign  if  it  was  written  in  the  spring  of 
1912. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  are  the  letters  I  sent  out  to  the  last  meeting 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  the  officers  and  mem- 
bers in  the  convention  that  was  held  in  Detroit  in  this  last  spring, 
in  May. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4369  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mc- 
Michael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  McDermott  as  a  Member 
of  the  House.     It  reads  as  follows: 
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(4369.) 

House  of  Representatives, 
Committee  on  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.  C,  May  $4,  1912. 
Mr.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

S9SS  Old  York  Road,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Friend:  Enclosed  find  copy  of  telegram  I  received  this  morning  in  reference 
to  duplicate  check.  It  is  necessary  that  you  come  to  Washington  and  help  straighten 
this  matter  out.  Even  if  I  have  to  dig  for  the  money  myself  let  me  hear  from  you  at 
once  by  wire  Hotel  Reuter. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am, 

Truly,  yours,  I.  H.  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  Will  you  allow  me  to  ask  a  question  about  that 
last  letter?    What  do  the  words  "duplicate  check"  refer  to? 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you,  Senator,  kindly  let  me  put  in  all  the  docu- 
ments, and  then  we  will  get  our  explanation. 

Senator  Nelson.  All  right. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4370  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Thompson 
to  the  Union  Trust  Co.,  on  the  letterhead  of  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  copy).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  how  that  got  into  your  possession  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McMichael  sent  it  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  the  telegram  referred  to  in  the  letter 
I  just  read,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  telegram  is  as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  £4, 191$. 
Union  Trust  Company: 

Duplicate  check  has  shown  up  for  $250  and  demand  a  settlement. 

Geo.  T.  Thompson. 

Below  that  are  these  words: 

This  is  what  I  want  to  see  you  about. 

That  was  put  on  there  by  McMichael,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Or  was  it  on  the  check  when  it  came  to  you  from 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4371  is  another  letter  from  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Will  you  allow  me  to  ask  a  question  there? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  this  George  T.  Thompson? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  I  could  not  quite  ex- 
plain that,  sir.  I  think  somebody — when  McDermott  got  the  dupli- 
cate check  he  had  somebody  else  indorse  it,  and  I  guess  that  is  the 
Mr.  Thompson  that  is  talked  about  in  that  note.  I  think  McMichael 
can  explain  that  better  than  I  can. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4371  a  letter  you  received  from  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  this  same  letterhead  of  McDermott.     It 
reads  as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  24, 1912. 
Mr.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Friend:  Enclosed  find  copy  of  telegram  that  I  got  this  morning.  It  is  very 
necessary  that  you  come  to  Washington  and  see  me  at  once.  We  were  here  in  the 
House  when  you  were  over  here  Thursday.  This  matter  must  be  straightened  out 
even  if  I  have  to  go  and  dig  up  the  money.    . 

I  can  not  understand  your  actions. 

Trusting  to  hear  from  you  at  once,  I  am, 

Yours,  truly,  I.  H.  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  this  the  McCormick  check  that  we  have 
spoken  of  before  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  thifc  refers  to  that  McCormick  check. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  refers  to  the  McCormick  check  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  a  letter,  later  on,  which  explains  the 
whole  thing. 

Senator  Keed.  Then  let  us  wait  until  we  get  to  that. 

Is  4372,  4373  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Watson  ? 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  letter  of  1913. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  that  is  a  letter  of  1913,  and  it  is  out  of  place 
here. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  will  be  laid  aside  to  be  transferred. 

Is  4374-4377  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  letter  reads  as  follows: 

Baltimore,  May  30, 1912. 
Mr.  I.  H.  McMichael, 

C/'o  Hon.  James  T.  McDermott, 

House  Office  Building,  Room  828,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Your  short  note  of  May  24th  was  received  by  me  this  morning  on  my 
return  here  to  Baltimore ;  also  a  copy  of  an  alleged  telegram.  I  am  not  at  all  interested 
in  the  cancellation  of  any  checks  given  to  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott  for  campaign 
expenses  during  the  spring  primaries  in  April  in  the  fourth  congressional  district  of 
Chicago.  I  gave  to  Mr.  McDermott  last  spring  about  24  days  of  my  time,  and  received 
no  pay  for  it  up  to  the  present  time.  I  was  faithfully  promised  that  my  expenses 
would  be  paid  in  advance  before  I  left  here,  but  when  I  got  to  Chicago  I  neither 
received  expenses  nor  any  consideration  from  the  McDermott  campaign  managers 
while  there,  although  I  worked  day  and  night  among  the  manufacturers  of  his  district 
to  help  him  in  his  tight. 

Mr.  Harold  McCormick  of  the  McCormick  Harvester  Co.  gave  to  Mr.  McDermott 's 
campaign  a  check  of  $250  while  I  was  present,  for  campaign  expenses.  That  check 
came  to  Baltimore  by  mistake  on  account  of  my  notifying  the  mail  clerk  in  the  Hotel 
Sherman  in  Chicago  to  forward  my  mail  to  Baltimore  when  I  thought  about  leaving 
there  a  week  before  the  campaign  closed,  but  was  persuaded  to  remain  by  his  friena 
Fleming.  I  used  that  check  to  pay  the  campaign  expenses  incurred  by  me  while 
working  for  Mr.  McDermott.  The  check  was  made  out  in  my  name,  as  all  the  other 
checks  were  that  he  received  from  the  manufacturers,  and  it  only  partly  paid  the 
expenses  I  incurred,  and  I  expect  to  get  a  settlement  from  Mr.  McDermott  for  my 
time  and  expenses  on  my  first  visit  to  Washington.  For  the  20  days  that  I  was  at  the 
Hotel  Sherman  I  never  received  a  cent,  and  my  average  expenses  at  the  hotel  was 
about  $8.00  per  day.  I  gut  nothing  for  incidental  expenses,  car  fare  or  railway  fare, 
and  I  am  still  out  of  pocket  about  $50.00  for  expenses  alone;  so  for  those  reasons  I  can't 
understand  why  he  has  turned  this  matter  over  to  you,  or  why  you  are  writing  about 
this  check  that  came  to  me. 

I  have  been  extremely  busy  since  I  left  Chicago,  and  am  anxious  to  come  to  Wash- 
ington to  have  a  settlement  with  Mr.  McDermott.    I  have  not  been  in  Washington 
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since  I  returned  from  the  West,  and  I  can  not  understand  where  you  got  the  informa- 
tion that  I  was  there  last  Thursday. 

I  will  be  leaving  for  New  York  to-morrow  morning,  but  expect  to  be  back  Tuesday 
or  Wednesday  of  next  week,  so  I  hope  that  you  will  snow  this  letter  to  Mr.  McDermott, 
and  tell  him  for  me  that  I  hope  the  moment  I  get  to  Washington  that  he  will  be  able 
to  compensate  me  in  some  way  for  the  work  I  did  in  March  and  April  for  him. 
Keepectfully,  yours. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  appears  from  this  letter  just  read  that  instead 
of  getting  the  money,  the  proceeds  of  that  check,  and  handing  it  to 
McDermott,  you  used  the  proceeds  to  pay  your  expenses  ? 
*     Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  what  I  was  tola  to  do  by  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  understood  you  a  moment  ago,  when  you 
testified  about  it,  to  say  that  you  paid  him  the  proceeds  of  that  check. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  so  understand  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  got  the  wrong  impression.  I  did  not  under- 
stand it  that  way.  That  check,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago,  went  astray, 
and  I  didn't  get  the  check*  until  the  18th  or  19th  of  April;  but  I 
was  told  by  Mr.  McDermott,  when  the  check  reached  me,  or  if  it  ever 
reached  me,  to  keep  it  for  my  expenses,  and  I  will  explain  later  the 
full  story  about  the  check,  to  show  you  the  trick  that  was  played, 
when  the  time  comes. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  point  is  that  you  used  the  proceeds  of  that 
check  to  pay  your  own  expenses  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  to  pay  my  hotel  bills  and  bills  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4375  a  letter  which  you  received  from 
Mr.  Ingle? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  letter: 

(4375.) 

Merchants  National  Bank, 

Baltimore,  June  1,  19 IS. 
M.  M.  Mulhall,  Esq., 

S933  Old  York  Road,  Baltimore. 

Dear  Sir  :  Some  days  ago  we  received  from  Chicago  two  checks  for  $250,  each  drawn 
to  your  order  by  H.  F.  McCormick,  your  name  appearing  upon  both  of  the  checks,  it 
being  claimed  that  one  of  the  endorsements  is  a  forgery.  I  at  once  communicated 
with  your  home  by  phone  and  was  told  that  you  at  the  moment  were  in  Washington, 
but  would  upon  your  return  that  evening  call  me  up  at  my  house.  Hearing  nothing 
I  again  yesterday  morning  phoned  you  and  was  told  that  you  had  again  gone  to  Wash- 
ington. I  asked  that  you  let  us  hear  from  you  upon  your  return.  Is  it  not  possible 
for  you  to  telephone  me  something  in  order  that  I  may  at  least  make  some  intelligent 
reply  in  the  premises  to  our  Chicago  friends? 

Very  truly,  yours,  Wm.  Ingle. 

B. 

Who  is  Mr.  Ingle  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Ingle  was  apparently  a  solicitor  of  the  bank 
that  wrote — I  guess  the  name  is  on  the  paper  if  you  will  look. 
Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 

Vice  president  and  cashier,  Merchants  National  Bank,  Baltimore. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  4376-4378,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy 
of  a  letter  which  vou  wrote  to  Mr.  McDermott  on  June  4,  1912? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  the  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  reads  as  follows: 

Hon.  James  T.  McDermott, 

Room  323  House  Office  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  received  a  letter  from  I.  H.  McMichael,  dated  May  31st,  which  I  suppose 
was  authorized  by  you.  You  know  that  every  statement  this  letter  contains  is  a 
malicious  lie,  for  you  certainly  know  that  you  had  my  time  for  24  days  without  cost, 
and  besides  I  collected  for  you,  above  all  expenses,  over  $500  while  I  was  in  Chicago. 

Another  thing,  you  have  certainly  acknowledged  a  dozen  times,  and  that  is,  that 
you  did  not  have  a  list  of  any  of  the  manufacturers  in  your  district,  and  never  did 
any  business  with  them,  outside  of  the  Beef  Trust,  and  when  I  came  to  Chicago,  on 
the  28th  of  last  March ,  you  were  utterly  unable  to  give  me  any  list  to  work  from,  and  you 
claimed  yourself  that  you  could  not  spare  the  time  at  that  late  day  to  make  a  canvass 
of  the  manufacturers  yourself. 

I  send  this  letter  to  you  because  I  have  been  away  from  Baltimore,  on  and  off, 
since  the  15th  of  last  month,  but  I  will  be  in  Baltimore  next  Thursday,  and  will 
remain  there  until  after  the  convention,  so  will  be  glad  to  see  you  at  my  home  in 
Baltimore,  or  any  place  that  you  may  designate  in  Washington,- any  day  next  week. 

I  will  close  this  letter  to  you  by  saying  that  my  efforts  for  you  in  the  past  deserve 
better  treatment  than  for  you  to  allow  that  petty  grafter  in  your  office  to  write  me 
the  insulting  letter  that  he  did . 

Very  respectfully,  yours,  . 

The  next  is  on  page  22  CJ,  a  letter  which  bears  the  number  "4817," 
but  is  not  in  its  regular  order  in  the  print. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  the  one  we  passed  as  out  of  place. 

Senator  Walsh.  As  it  relates  to  these  checks,  it  seems  to  me  it 
should  be  read  here. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  McCormick  evidently  issued  these  checks, 
and  some  one  evidently  got  hold  of  them  and  got  the  cash. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  put  it  in  the  record  now.     I  will  read  it: 

[(4817.) 

Dear  Sirs:  We  are  enclosing  original  and  duplicate  checks  issued  by  Harold  F. 
McCormick,  No.  19991,  dated  April  1st,  1912,  in  favor  of  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  No.  3933 
Old  York  Road,  your  city,  for  $250.  Both  checks  have  beenpaid  by  us,  the  original 
on  April  5th,  subsequent  to  the  payment  of  the  duplicate.  Tne  endorsement  of  Col. 
Mulhall  on  one  of  tne  checks,  presumably  the  duplicate,  is  a  forgery,  and  we  shall 
thank  you  to  communicate  with  him  and  procure  from  him  an  affidavit  setting  forth 
the  fact  that  the  endorsement  appearing  on  said  check  is  a  forgery. 

Wo  shall  greatly  appreciate  any  assistance  that  you  may  render  us  in  the  matter, 
and  shall  be  glad  to  reimburse  you  for  any  expense  incurred. 
Very  truly. 

Merchants  Loan  &  Trust  Co., 

Chicago,  III. 

Doubtless  that  letter  is  addressed  to  the  Baltimore  bank. 

Senator  Cummins.  In  No.  4379  he  made  a  statement  that  the 
indorsement  on  it  was  a  forgery. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  us  read  No.  4379. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  is  the  materiality  of  it? 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  this  paper,  No.  4379,  which  I  hand  you? 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  that  affidavit  which  was  called  for. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  This  is  an  affidavit  which  I 
made  for  the  bank. 

Senator  Reed.  A  certificate,  I  believe,  instead  of  an  affidavit. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  reads  as  follows: 

(4379.) 

Baltimore.  Md.,  June  -5,  1912. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  endorsement  of  the  undersigned  as  it  appears  on  check 
attached  hereto  and  described  herein  was  not  made  by  the  undersigned  or  anyone 
acting  in  his  behalf  or  upon  his  authority. 
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The  check  attached  hereto  is  described  as  follows:  Issued  by  Harold  F.  McCormick, 
for  two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  ($250),  dated  Chicago,  April  1,  1912,  drawn  on 
Merchants  Loan  &  Trust  Company,  Chicago,  111,,  to  the  order  of  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 
and  marked  "Duplicate." 

I  further  certify  that  the  original  of  the  above-described  check  was  duly  received 
by  me  and  cashed  in  regular  order,  and  that  I  know  nothing  of  the  reason  which 
prompted  the  issuance  of  the  check  attached  hereto. 

Senator  Reed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  did  you  learn  that  a  duplicate 
of  this  check  had  been  issued  and  indorsed  by  somebody — tnat  is 
issued  to  you  in  your  name,  and  your  name  afterwards  written  on 
the  back  of  the  duplicate  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  ]\ot  until  I  reached  Baltimore,  when  I  got  that 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  learn  these  facts  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  ever  learn  who  it  was  that  indorsed  your 
name  upon  the  back  of  that  duplicate  check  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  until  after  I  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott  over  here  in  Washington  at  a  later  date. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  believe  he  had  better  tell  what  he  said. 

Senator  Cummins.  Why  should  we  try  out  these  side  issues  as 
between  them  ?  He  did  not  indorse  it  and  he  did  not  get  the  money 
on  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  sav,  if  the  Senator  will  allow  me — it  will 
only  take  a  few  wrords — I  want  to  simply  say  that  about  one-fifth  of 
this  correspondence  shows  that  while  I  was  in  Chicago  working  for 
Mr.  McDermott  he  did  go  to  McCormick  and  get  a  duplicate  check, 
and  his  statement  was  to  me  that  he  got  such  a  check  and  had  that 
check  indorsed,  it  seems  to  me,  and  cashed,  but  I  didn't  know  nothing 
of  these  transactions  until  I  reached  Baltimore;  so  he  forged  my 
name  to  that  check. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  perfectly  clear  from  this  record. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  object  to  that,  and  I  think  that  should  be 
stricken  from  the  record.  This  witness  does  not  know  a  thing  about 
Mr.  McDermott  having  forged  his  name. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Only  that  he  told  me  so  later,  that  he  did  put  my 
name  on  the  back  of  that  check. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Mulhall  has  made  an  affidavit  or  a  certificate 
that  he  did  not  indorse  that  check.  We  are  not  trying  the  question 
of  whether  somebodv  forged  his  name  to  the  check  or  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  it  will  be  contended  upon  the  other  side  that 
whoever  did  sign  it  was  authorized  to  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course,  if  Mr.  McDermott  himself  said  he  wrote 
MulhalTs  name  on  the  back  of  it,  that  is  competent  evidence. 

Senator  Cummins.  Not  here,  I  should  think. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  competent;  but  it  is  in, 
so  let  it  go. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  see  why  it  would  not  be  competent.  It 
is  competent  in  court.     Maybe  it  would  not  be  here. 

Senator  Cummins.  We  are  not  trying  him. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  part  of  this  transaction.  If  we  put  in  the 
letters  and  leave  them  without  explanation 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  material  for  us  to  know  what  Mr.  McDer- 
mott did  in  connection  with  the  lobby,  but  whether  Mr.  McDermott 
is  a  forger  or  not  is  not  material  to  this  issue,  as  I  see  it. 

The  Chairman.  Let  us  proceed,  gentlemen. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  any  part  of  it  is  competent  except 
upon  the  general  theory  of  showing  nis  relations  with  McDermott. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  appears  here  that  he  did  not  indorse  it. 

The  Chairman.  Somebody  forged  it. 

Senator  Reed.  We  have  found  No.  4817,  and  it  is  marked  "a 
copy  "  and  is  on  a  letterhead. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  were  probably  friends  at  one  time,  and  this 
no  doubt  created  a  breach  between  them. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4380  is  omitted. 

Is  4381,  4383  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  it: 

(4381-4383.) 

Baltimore,  July  22,  1912. 
Mr.  John  Kirby.  Jr., 

President  of  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

Riebola  Building,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Dear  Sir:  I  have  just  finished  writing  a  letter  to  you,  but  I  feel  this  letter  is  a 
new  subject,  and  it  should  be  separated  from  the  letter  I  have  just  closed. 

While  in  Cleveland  on  a  recent  date  I  was  given  to  understand  by  Mr.  Howells 
and  others  that  Mr.  Bird,  on  his  visit  to  Cleveland  last  spring,  stated  at  his  interviews 
with  Mr.  Howells  that  I  was  compelled  to  resign  on  account  of  the  work  I  did  in  Maine 
in  the  year  1911  against  the  Anti-Liquor  League  of  that  State.  Mr.  Bird's  statement 
to  Mr.  Howells  was  that  a  prominent  member  of  the  above  organization  wrote  to  Hon. 
Charles  E.  Littlefield,  ex-Member  of  Congress  from  the  second  Maine  district,  that 
I  was  actively  engaged  in  Maine  at  that  time  fighting  for  the  brewers  and  liquor  organi- 
zations of  that  State.  Mr.  Bird  stated  that  Mr.  Littlefield  carried  this  letter  from  his 
office  in  New  York  to  the  office  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  New 
York  and  demanded  from  Mr.  Bird  that  I  should  be  withdrawn  from  that  State  and 
not  be  allowed  to  place  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  on  record  as  favoring 
the  wets  in  that  campaign,  and  through  the  great  influence  of  Littlefield  with  the 
National  Associat  ion  of  Manufacturers  I  was  compelled  to  resign  from  that  organization. 

I  wish  to  respectfully  state,  in  the  year  of  1906,  when  as  a  field  agent  I  was  employed 
by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  I  was  ordered  by  the  secretary  of  your 
organization,  Mr.  Marshall  Gushing,  to  report  to  Mr.  Charles  £.  Littlefield,  and  aid 
him  in  every  way  possible  to  win  his  fight  to  be  returned  to  Congress,  and  before  start- 
ing for  Maine  1  was  given  to  understand  that  the  principal  reason  I  was  sent  to  Maine  to 
aid  Mr.  Littlefield  was  the  stand  the  labor  organizations,  headed  by  Mr.  Gompers,  were 
taking  against  Mr.  Littlefield. 

I  had  the  full  approval  of  Mr.  Littlefield  and  every  leader  he  had  in  his  campaign 
for  the  splendid  work  I  had  done  in  that  fight,  so  I  can  hardly  believe  that  Mr.  Little- 
field is  such  an  ingrate  that  he  would  go  out  of  his*  way  to  injure  me  or  mine.  I  am  also 
strongly  under  the  impression  that  it  would  not  be  good  politics  for  him  to  do  so,  for  I 
have  hundreds  of  friends  in  Maine  and  in  Mr.  Littlefield's  district  who  would  not 
approve  of  Mr.  Littlefield  taking  any  such  action.  I  am  not  seeking  to  fight  on  this 
account,  but  I  am  not  afraid  to  fight,  and  if  Mr.  Littlefield  has  injured  me  the  way 
Mr.  Bird  says  he  has  I  think  it  is  your  duty  to  let  me  know,  so  hope  you  will  take 
this  letter  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  is  sent  and  end  any  further  action  in  this  matter. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

3933  Old  York  Road,  Baltimore'  Md. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4384  a  copy  of  a  portion  of  a  letter  which 
you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  portion  of  a  letter,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  it,  as  follows : 

(4384.) 

Philadelphia,  August  6,  1912. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager  of  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  had  the  pleasure  of  calling  at  your  office  in  New  York  this  morning 
in  the  "~x *    *  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner  of  the  2nd  New  Jersey  district.    I  was  informed 
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by  one  of  the  clerks  in  your  office  that  you  were  at  the  present  time  on  a  vacation, 
and  I  was  somewhat  disappointed  that  I  did  not  see  you. 

There  are  a  large  number  of  Mr.  Gardner's  friends  in  his  district  whft  realize  that  he 
will  have  the  hardest  fight  of  his  life  in  that  district  this  coming  fall 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  I  may  be  mistaken  about  that  letter,  Senator. 
That  was  a  letter,  I  believe,  that  was  carried  by  Mr.  Springer  to  Mr. 
Bird.  Mr.  Springer  at  that  time  was  collector  in  Mr.  Gardner's 
district. 

Senator  Walsh  (continuing  reading) : 

There  will  be  three  gentlemen  in  the  field  running  for  Congress,  two  on  the  Re- 
publican ticket  and  one  on  the  Democratic  ticket.  Certainly  one  of  those  will  be 
under  the  heading  of  a  "Progressive,"  so  for  that  reason  the  friends  of  Mr.  Gardner  has 
got  among  the  manufacturers  that  which  to  retain  for  him  the  splendid  position  of 
the  influence  he  now  holds  in  Congress  realize  that  this  is  the  hardest  fight  that  he  has 
had  for  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Representatives  during  the  35  years  he  has  served  in 
that  branch  of  the  National  Legislature.  We  know  of  the  great  work  that  your  organ- 
ization has  done  for  Mr.  Gardner. 

Senator  Cummins.  Is  the  rest  of  the  letter  there  ? 

Senator  Reed.  We  have  not  been  able  to  locate  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  haven't,  I  think  I  can  furnish  a  copy  of  the 
letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  a  letter  by  Parry  to  Springer? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Sir  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  not  your  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  it  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Springer  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Senator  Reed,  there  is  a  full  copy  of  that  letter  in 
the  letters  you  received  from  me  last  night. 

Senator  Keed.  The  letter  evidently,  on  the  face  of  it,  was  written 
by  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  who  carried  it  or  how  it  got  there, 
but  I  would  judge  that. 

Is  No.  4385  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Brown  ?  I 
just  want  to  identify  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  see  that  that  has  anything  to  do  with  this 
case. 

Is  No.  4386  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4387  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  reads  as  follows: 

(4387.) 

Unitbd  States  Head-Light  Co., 

Dayton,  0.,  September  t,  1912. 
Mr.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Haddon  Hotel,  Atlantic  City,  N.  J. 

Dear  Sir:  For  the  past  two  weeks  my  time  has  been  given  wholly  to  the  campaign 
on  the  42  amendments  to  the  Ohio  constitution,  which  are  to  be  voted  upon  to-morrow, 
and  because  of  this  my  correspondence  has  been  entirely  neglected. 

I  duly  received  your  letter  of  the  17th  and  when  I  am  East  again  and  can  make 
it  convenient  I  will  endeavor  to  arrange  for  an  interview,  althougn  I  am  entirely  at  a 
loss  to  understand  what  you  have  in  mind  to  accomplish  by  a  conference. 
Yours,  truly, 

J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  4388  is  a  letter  which  you  got  from  Mr.  Deven- 
dorf,  I  suppose.    I  think  it  is  of  no  importance  here. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Devendorf  to  Mr. 
Hilles. 

Senator  Reed.  In  behalf  of  Col.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  might  be  read.     I  will  read  it: 

(4388.) 

Utica,  N.  Y.,  September  It,  1912. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Hilles:  I  am  taking  the  liberty  of  giving  this  note  of  introduction  to 
Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall.  Colonel  Mulhall  has  for  years  been  connected  in  various  ways 
with  both  presidential  and  congressional  campaigns  and  has  been  very  successful  in  all 
missions  entrusted  to  him.  I  Know  were  the  Vice  President  here  he  would  put  this 
a  great  deal  stronger  than  I  do  and  would  commend  Mr.  Mulhall  to  you  most  emphati- 
cally. However,  in  his  absence,  and  in  order  to  save  time,  I  am  taking  it  upon  my 
own  responsibility  to  give  you  this  letter  of  introduction. 

Colonel  Mulhall  will  explain  to  you  fully  his  desires,  which  are  not  in  any  way 
connected  with  monetary  solicitation.    I  know  the  Vice  President  will  be  apprecia- 
tive of  any  courtesy  you  can  extend  to  Colonel  Mulhall. 
Thanking  you  for  your  attention,  I  am, 

Very  truly,  yours,  H.  E.  Devendorf, 

Secretary. 
Hon.  Charles  D.  Hilles, 

Republican  National  Committee, 

Times  Building,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Senator  Reed.  Below  that,  printed  in  the  galley  proof,  is  a  copy  of 
a  card  which  I  now  hand  you,  and  ask  you  if  that  card  was  furnisncd 
you. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  the  card).  Yes,  sir;  by  Mr. 
Devendorf. 

Senator  Cummins.  Is  that  the  original  letter,  or  is  it  a  copy  % 

Senator  Reed.  The  original  letter,  apparently. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  read  this  card: 

Mr.  H.  E.  Devendorf,  secretary  to  the  Vice  President.  Introducing  Col.  M.  M. 
Mulhall  (a  good  fellow,  too).    Mr.  Francis  Curtis,  Republican  national  committee. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  you  ever  present  this  letter  that  has  just 
been  read?. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  called  at  the  national  headquarters  three  times 
and  failed  to  fird  Mr.  Hilles.  I  was  seeking  to  get  some  speakers  in 
Mr.  Gardner's  district. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  asking  if  you  ever  did  present  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  never  got  the  opportunity. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  next  letter,  4389-4391,  was  introduced  in 
connection  with  Mr.  McClave's  testimony. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4392  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  A.  B.  See. 
Did  you  write  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  this  as  follows: 

(4392.) 

Baltimore,  Md.,  May  14, 1913. 
Mr.  A.  B.  See, 

Electric  Elevator  Company, 

2t0  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

My  Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  13th  was  received  at  my  home  this  morning,  and 
if  it  were  not  for  the  last  paragraph,  wherein  you  state  "  I  think  I  would  show  myself 
your  friend  if  I  were  to  advise  you  never  to  send  out  anv  more  letters,  but  to  let  the 
whole  matter  drop,"  I  should  not  answer  your  letter,  for  1  am  not  seeking  your  friend- 
ship, unless  the  record  that  I  made  in  your  organization  from  1902  to  1911  would 
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justify  it.  I  believe  that  if  you  read  the  series  of  letters  I  am  sending  out,  instead  of 
dumping  them,  as  you  say,  into  the  waste  basket,  you  would  be  convinced  that  the 
few  men  who  are  now  running  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  have  done 
more  in  the  past  fifteen  months  to  get  class  legislation  through  the  National  Congress 
than  the  officers  of  the  American  Federation  of  I^abor. 

I  will  not  take  the  advice  you  give  in  your  letter  on  this  occasion,  and  I  will  con- 
tinue to  make  the  best  fight  \  know  how  to  show  to  the  officers  and  members  of  your 
organization  that  I  am  right.  I  did  not  seek  this  fight,  but  since  I  have  resigned  from 
your  organization,  I  have  been  attacked  in  the  most  vicious  way  by  the  gentleman 
who  claims  he  is  your  general  manager.  Last  year  I  was  in  the  field,  although  outside 
of  your  organization,  in  four  congressional  districts,  fighting  to  have  returned  to 
Congress  the  friends  of  your  organization,  and  doing  my  best  to  defeat  its  enemies; 
and  if  you  will  read  a  letter  and  an  affidavit  inclosed  from  Mr.  Springer,  who  was  Mr. 
John  J.  Gardner's  financial  manager  last  year,  you  will  see  that  while  I  was  fighting 
to  have  Mr.  Gardner  returned  to  Congress,  Mr.  Bird,  your  general  manager,  was  con- 
temptible enough  to  make  false  statements,  and  refused  to  help  Mr.  Gardner  because 
I  was  interested  in  his  campaign. 

It  is  such  acts  as  those  that  I  am  resenting,  and  I  will  close  this  letter  by  stating 
that  before  this  fight  is  over  Mr.  Bird  will  know  he  has  been  engaged  in  some  battle. 
So,  hoping  that  you  will  reverse  yourself  and  read  the  documents  I  am  sending  yor , 
believe  me  to  be, 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

I  want  to  ask  you  now  if  this  man  Springer  was  the  man  Springer 
who  you  say  was  Gardner's  financial  manager  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  party  that  I  brought  from  Baltimore  to 
help  in  that  campaign.  Mr.  Gardner  gave  him  a  set  of  credentials 
to  solicit  aid  from  the  manufacturers  for  his  campaign  expenses. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  I  suppose  was  substantially  the  same 
character  of  letter  of  credentials  as  the  one  that  McClave  gave  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  almost  a  duplicate  of  it,  if  not  a  duplicate. 

Senator  Walsh.  McClave's  district  and  Gardner's  district  are  adja- 
cent? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  McClave  is  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  dis- 
trict and  Gardner  was  in  the  second  New  Jersey  district. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  Springer,  having  some  idea  of  going  to 
work  in  McClave's  district,  subsequently  concluded  he  was  going  to 
work  in 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  quite  catch  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  and  Springer,  having  some  idea  that  Springer 
would  go  to  work  in  McClave's  district 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Just  to  help  out  in  McClave's  district,  if  possible; 
yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  subsequently  concluded,  however,  he  should 
go  to  work  in  Gardner's  district  instead. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  stayed  there,  and  was  kept  so  busy  there  he  was 
not  able  tb  reach  McClave's  district. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  anything  about  whether  McClave 
had  any  knowledge  of  where  Springer  actually  was  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Only  that  ho  met  Mr.  Springer  and  I  at  the  Imperial 
Hotel,  and  I  told  him  I  was  engaged  in  Gardner's  campaign,  and  he 
solicited  me  to  come  into  his  district,  and  I  did  in  1910. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  he  learn  at  that  time  where  Springer  was  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  he  knew  Mr.  Springer  was  working  in 
Gardner's  district. 

Senator  Cummins.  Well,  did  Mr.  Gardner  know  that  you  had  sev- 
ered your  relations  with  the  Manufacturers'  Association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Cummins.  Did  Mr.  McClave  also  know  that ! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Gardner  knew  that  about  the  time  I 
severed  my  relations  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
I  told  him,  in  fact,  before  I  left  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then,  in  that  second  campaign  of  Mr.  McClave. 
in  1912,  you  did  not  help  him  as  the  representative  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  on  ^our  own  hook,  then  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  was  in  his  district  at  the  special  request  of 
Mr.  Gardner. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Gardner  asked  you  to  go  into  Mr.  Mcdave's 
district  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  did  not  catch  that.  Mr.  McClave  asked  me, 
himself. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  got  Mr.  Springer  to  go  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  he  did  not  go  into  his  district. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  got  him  to  write  a  letter  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Springer,  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Gardner  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  you  do  with  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  is  in  the  papers  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  j*ou  give  it  to  Mr.  Springer? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  Mr.  Springer  never  came  into  Mr.  McClave's 
district  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  too  busy,  as  I  stated  before,  to  reach  Mr. 
McClave's  district. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes,  I  realize  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  say  Mr.  McClave  sent  for  you  in  1912, 
or  did  vou  telephone  him  from  the  Imperial  Hotel  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  Senator.  I  may  have  had 
some  phone  communications,  or  maybe  wrote  to  Mr.  McClave  before 
that.  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  although  if  I  did  so  the  letters  are  here 
and  will  show  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  testified  that  the  first  he  heard  of  you  in 
1912  was  when  you  telephoned  him  from  the  Imperial  Hotel. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  he  has  testified  to  other  things  that  I  would 
go  on  the  stand  and  testify  the  other  way. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  not  speaking  about  the  other  things,  but 
what  he  testified  to  in  regard  to  this  matter.  What  is  your  recollec- 
tion about  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  upon  that  subject,  Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  offered  your 
services  or  whether  he  asked  for  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  I  know  that  I  did  not  offer  my  services.  I 
know  he  came  to  the  hotel  and  sought  them. 

Senator  Cummins.  How  did  he  know  you  were  at  the  hotel  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  said,  I  might  have  wrote  him  before  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  any  such  letter  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure.  If  so,  it  is  among  those  papers,  as  I 
said  before. 
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Senator  Reed.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  everything 
else  in  this  document  is  made  up  of  undated  and  fragmentary  matter. 
I  have  not  gone  through  it. 

Senator  Nelson,  which  matter? 

Senator  Reed.  All  the  rest  of  this  print. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  mean  4392  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  undated  except  as  to  the  day  of  the  month. 
The  year  is  not  shown,  I  think.  I  think,  however,  from  what  I  have 
seen,  that  probably  all  these  accounts  since  1908  can  be  identified  by 
the  files  of  the  gentlemen  representing  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers . 

Mr.  Emery.  May  we  take  the  liberty  of  calling  attention  to  a  letter 
that  was  passed  over,  it  being  out  of  place — a  Watson  letter  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  coming  back  to  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  Have  these  accounts  been  offered  in  evidence? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know.  They  were  bundled  up  and  sent  to 
the  printer. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  Senator  asked  whether  they  had  been  offered 
in  evidence.  Do  you  not  know  whether  they  have  been  offered  in 
evidence  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No  ;   the  papers  were  bundled  up  and  sent  to  the 

1>rinter  without  reading.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  read  these 
etters,  except  a  very  few.  I  want  to  submit  to  the  committee  the 
question  as  to  what  we  ought  to  do  with  this  fragmentary  matter; 
whether  we  ought  to  attempt  to  identify  it,  or  offer  it  as  surplusage. 
Perhaps  it  will  be  supplied,  or  part  of  it,  out  of  the  files  that  have 
been  furnished  us. 

The  Chairman.  A  good  deal  of  it  is  newspaper  clippings.  I  do  not 
think  it  amounts  to  anything.  I  think  we  have  enough  letters  on 
the  subject,  anyway. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  somebody  ought  to  go  through  it  and 
find  out;  I  have  not  been  through  it. 

Senator  Reed.  We  have  had  some  clerks  trying  to  find  where  these 
fragments  would  fit  together,  or  where  they  would  fit  on  the  frag- 
ments that  we  have  read.  As  far  as  they  have  succeeded,  that  has 
been  duly  reported  here  and  put  into  the  record. 

Please  let  me  have  4509-4511. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  about  No.  4422;  are  you  going  to  pass 
that?    That  comes  next  after  the  accounts  on  15  TM. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  no  date  to  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Maybe  Mr.  Mulhall  can  identify  it,  and  give  us 
the  date. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  say  this  to  the  committee — and  my  only 
view,  I  think  you  will  all  understand,  is  merely  to  save  getting  into 
a  mix-up  over  undated  stuff.  I  believe  you  will  find,  when  we  go 
through  the  files  that  have  been  furnished  us,  probably  complete 
copies  of  most  of  this  matter. 

I  have  here  assembled  evidently  a  letter  which  appears  here  as 
4509  and  is  a  fragment  as  printed. 

I  will  ask  the  witness  to  look  at  4509-451 1,  and  see  if  that  is  now  a 
complete  copy  of  a  letter  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  a  couple  of  letters  here  undated. 
One  is  a  memorandum,  and  the  other  appears  to  be  a  letter  addressed 
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to  Mr.  Bird  that  I  would  like  to  have  read — especially  the  memo- 
randum.    There  is  4423,  4424. 

Senator  Reed.  I  was  trying  to  supply  a  completed  document, 
which  has  been  completed  since  the  print  was  made.  Then  I  will 
go  back  to  any  others  the  committee  wants  to  return  to. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  will  then  go  back  to  this 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes;  that  looks  to  be  a 
completed  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  in  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  letter.  It  is  dated  April  16,  1908. 
Of  course  it  is  at  this  point  far  out  of  time. 

(Senator  Reed  read  the  letter  referred  to,  as  follows:) 

My  Dear  Ferdinand:  I  wrote  to  you  from  New  York  last  Monday  and  expected 
to  hear  from  you  before  this.  I  was  sanguine  of  beating  Pearre  for  renomination 
until  Tuesday  afternoon,  when  I  arrived  at  Hagerstown,  Washington  County,  Md. 

While  at  the  New  York  office  on  Monday  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Becker, 
and  he  told  me  of  some  information  concerning  the  sixth  Maryland  district  that  Mr. 
A.  Parker  Nevin  gave  him,  I  learning  for  the  first  time  that  Mr.  Nevin  was  a  nephew 
of  Mr.  B.  H.  Warner,  one  of  the  leading  candidates  against  Pearre  in  Montgomery 
County.  I  suppose  you  are  aware  that  Mr.  Nevin  is  the  attorney  for  our  association 
in  the  New  York  office,  and  for  many  days  he  has  been  trying  to  get  assistance  from 
our  New  York  office  to  help  his  uncle  against  Pearre. 

Mr.  Becker,  Mr.  Nevin,  and  I  had  dinner  together  in  New  York  and  fully  talked 
over  the  matter,  Mr.  Nevin  stating  that  with  our  assistance  he  thought  Mr.  Warner 
would  still  have  a  chance  of  winning. 

I  left  New  York  with  Mr.  Nevin  on  Monday  night  for  Hagerstown,  Md.,  he  going 
by  the  way  of  Harrisburg  and  I  by  the  way  of  Baltimore,  as  I  wished  to  see  some  par- 
ties in  Baltimore  before  going  to  Hagerstown.  I  met  Mr.  Nevin  in  Hagerstown  on 
Tuesday  morning  about  11  a.  m.,  and  we  went  to  work  at  once  and  found  when  we 
got  there  that  Washington  County  was  holding  their  congressional  convention,  and 
that  the  leaders  of  that  county  had  made  a  deal  with  Pearre,  who  was  in  Hagerstown, 
Pearre  giving  them  the  delegate  to  the  Republican  national  convention  in  return 
for  their  support  to  the  congressional  convention,  which  was  to  be  held  in  Hagers- 
town on  April  16.  We  interviewed  several  of  the  leading  Republicans  of  Washing- 
ton County  who  were  in  Hagerstown,  and  Mr.  Nevin  and  I  got  in  touch  with  Mr.  Warner 
over  the  long  distance  phone,  Warner  telling  us  that  he  had  given  up  the  fight  for 
this  term,  as  he  found  it  impossible  to  beat  Pearre  in  the  present  fight. 

The  principal  fight  that  my  friends  and  I  had  been  making  against  Pearre  was  in 
his  home  county  of  Allegany,  which  has  been  going  on  for  the  past  six  weeks.  We 
have  given  Pearre  the  greatest  fight  that  he  has  ever  had  in  this  district  in  his  home 
town  of  Cumberland.  At  the  primaries  held  there  on  the  4th  of  April  there  were 
5,447  votes  cast,  1,000  more  than  what  was  cast  at  the  regular  election  for  governor  of 
this  State  last  November. 

Pearre  received  at  the  primaries  3,108  votes  and  Lowndes,  our  candidate,  2,349 
votes.  There  were  140  votes  more  cast  in  the  county  than  there  were  known  voters 
living  there,  including  Democrats  as  well  as  Republicans.  It  is  a  well-known  fact 
now  that  the  Democratic  county  chairman  supported  Pearre  from  start  to  finish,  for 
if  Pearre  had  lost  his  home  county  he  would  have  been  out  of  the  race.  It  is  openly 
stated  by  the  leaders  of  the  sixth  district  that  it  has  cost  the  Pearre  organization  over 
$15,000  to  have  Pearre  renominated. 

I  met  Pearre  in  the  lobby  of  the  hotel  at  Hagerstown  on  Tuesday,  and  he  asked  me 
if  it  was  not  a  fact  that  I  was  connected  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers and  working  against  him  in  his  district.  I  told  him  that  I  was  proud  to  acknowl- 
edge that  I  was,  and  I  would  continue  to  do  so  as  long  as  he  worked  against  the  manu- 
facturing interests  of  Maryland  and  stood  in  Congress  for  such  bills  as  the  Pearre 
an tiin junction  bill.  He  stated  that  the  reason  he  fathered  that  bill  was  because  he 
believed  it  was  right.  I  told  him  that  there  was  not  a  manufacturing  interest  in 
Maryland,  as  well  as  all  over  the  country,  that  was  not  against  it,  and  the  only  parties 
that  wanted  it  were  Sam  Gompers  and  his  paid  organizers  of  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor.  I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  never  was  a  workingman  from 
Maryland  who  had  gone  to  Washington  to  advocate  that  bill,  and  that  there  were 
1,235  members  of  labor  organized  in  Baltimore  who  were  solidly  against  that  bill, 
the  Workingmen's  Protective  Association,  and  this  he  knew  to  be  a  fact  by  cone- 
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spondence  they  had  had  with  him.  My  interview  ended  by  his  inviting  me  to  see 
him  in  Washington  when  he  returned  there  to  talk  matters  over. 

Please  find  with  this  report  the  clippings  from  Maryland  papers  in  relation  to  this 
fight. 

I  left  Hagerstown  Tuesday  evening,  arriving  in  Baltimore  about  midnight.  On 
Wednesday  morning  I  went  to  Washington  and  met  there  Mr.  Emery  and  was  engaged 
with  him  for  Beveral  hours,  fully  going  over  matters  with  him,  he  requesting  me  to 
see  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr.  Watson  and  get  information  from  them  concerning  the 
closing  of  Congress  and  other  matters. 

During  the  afternoon  1  saw  several  Members  of  Congress  and  had  learned  that  Mr. 
Sherman  and  Mr.  Watson  were  engaged  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Speaker's  private 
room.  About  4  p.  m.  Mr.  Watson  came  out  of  the  Speaker's  room  and  told  me  he 
wished  me  to  wait  for  him  until  Congress  adjourned  for  the  day,  as  he  wished  me  to 
go  home  with  him  and  have  me  meet  Mr.  James  Goodrich,  chairman  of  the  Indiana 
Republican  State  Committee  and  several  prominent  Indiana  Republicans  who  were 
in  Washington  to  meet  him  and  Senator  Hemenway  to  have  a  conference  on  Indiana 
affairs. 

I  left  the  Capitol  with  Mr.  Watson  at  5  p.  m.,  he  and  I  walking  up  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  as  far  as  Twelfth  Street,  he  telling  me  of  an  interview  he  had  with  the  Presi- 
dent on  Tuesday  evening.  He  said  he  was  invited  to  the  White  House  at  9.30  p.  m. 
and  was  with  the  President  until  11.30  p.  m.  The  President  wished  him  to  call  so 
they  could  talk  over  the  legislative  program  for  the  balance  of  this  session,  the  Presi- 
dent knowing  that  he  represented  Speaker  Cannon  and  the  other  leaders  of  the  House 
and  Senate.  He  stated  that  the  main  reason  of  the  call  was  that  Speaker  Cannon, 
Vice  President  Fairbanks,  and  several  other  leaders  wanted  to  find  out  how  the 
President  stood  in  relation  to  a  third  term.  He  stated  that  there  were  four  things 
the  President  wished:  First,  that  Congress  would  stay  in  session  until  the  15th  of 
May  to  receive  the  governors  of  the  different  States  coming  to  Washington  on  that 
day;  second,  to  amend  the  Sherman  law;  third,  to  have  Congress  vote  for  four  battle- 
ships; fourth,  to  pass  a  child-labor  law  for  the  District  of  Columbia  which  would  be 
a  model  law  for  the  State*  in  general. 

Mr.  Watson  says  he  told  the  President  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  get  thrdugh 
this  Congress  two  of  those  bills.  First,  that  Congress  would  only  vote  for  two  battle- 
ships. Second,  that  Congress  would  not  amend  the  Sherman  law.  The  President 
wanted  to  know  why.  Mr.  Watson  told  him  that  almost  the  entire  manufacturing 
interests  of  the  country  were  against  it.  The  President  wished  to  know  if  Mr.  Watson 
knew  or  had  met  Mr.  Van  Cleave.  Mr.  Watson  told  him  that  he  had  and  that  he  knew 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  well,  and  other  leaders  who  were  in  touch  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and 
that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  a  splendid  fellow  and  knew  what  the  manufacturers  wanted. 
He  stated  that  he  talked  along  these  lines  with  the  President  and  finally  the  President 
did  not  press  to  have  the  Sherman  bill  passed  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

He  then  stated  that  they  passed  to  the  child's  labor  law  and  Mr.  Watson  asked  the 
President  who  would  draw  this  model  bill.  The  President  replied  that  he  would 
have  his  Labor  Commissioner,  Mr.  Neal,  draw  it,  the  President  explaining  that  he 
merely  wished  this  bill  to  be  an  academic  bill  for  the  States. 

This  almost  closed  their  talk  on  legislative  matters.  Then  Mr.  Watson  started  to 
draw  him  out  in  relation  to  a  third  term,  beginning  by  saying  to  the  President  that 
his  people  controlled  the  30  votes  of  Indiana  to  the  National  Convention,  and  he  say- 
ing to  tne  President  that  after  they  saw  that  Fairbanks  could  not  be  nominated  would 
they  not  throw  the  30  votes  to  him.  The  President  said  he  thought  not;  that  Mr.  Taft 
was  his  candidate.  Mr.  Watson  said  he  thought  it  would  be  a  nard  job  to  elect  Mr. 
Taft,  and  he  was  afraid  if  Taft  was  the  candidate  they  would  lose  Indiana.  He  then 
said  that  the  President  hummed  and  hawed  and  said  he  was  out  of  it,  that  he  may  have 
made  a  mistake  by  the  announcement  he  made  after  his  election,  but  that  he  had.  made 
the  announcement  and  he  thought  he  now  ought  to  stick  to  it.  He  then  asked  Mr.  Wat- 
son that  if  he  (Roosevelt)  was  the  candidate  could  he  carry  Indiana.  Watson  replied, 
yes,  by  75,000,  and  if  the  President  was  the  candidate  then  he  (Watson)  and  the  other 
nominees  of  Indiana  could  go  fishing.  Mr.  Watson  said  that  this  seemed  to  please  the 
President,  who  remarked  that  it  was  wonderful,  that  the  thought  he  had  lost  ground 
in  different  parts  of  the  country  with  certain  elements  and  interests,  but  it  was  now 
too  late  to  try  and  change  the  program. 

Mr.  Watson  says  that  his  interview  with  the  President  impressed  him  as  if  the 
President  certainly  wanted  a  third  term. 

We  arrived  at  Mr.  Watson's  rooms  about  6  p.  m.  and  found  Senator  Hemmingway 
and  Mr.  Seaford  there.  Senator  Hemmingway  stating  that  the  Indiana  people  were 
at  his  rooms  and  insisting  that  we  all  go  to  dinner  at  his  home.  We  left  Watson's 
rooms  at  6.45  p.  m.  and  went  to  Senator  Hemmingway 's  home,  where  we  met  Mr. 
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Frederick  Simms.  secretary  of  the  State  of  Indiana,  chairman  of  the  Republican  State 
committee  of  Indiana,  3kfr.  Janies  Goodrich,  both  of  whom  I  had  met  frequently 
before. 

While  at  dinner.  Messrs.  Simins,  Charles  Seaford  iwho  is  editor  and  owner  of  several 
ludiana  papers'.  Senator  Hemmingway.  Mr.  Goodrich,  and  Mr.  Watson  fully  talked 
over  the  plan?  for  the  coming  campaign  in  Indiana:  also  the  plans  for  the  return  of 
Senator  Heinniingway  to  the  United  Slates*  Senate,  who  will  be  elected  next  fall  by 
the  next  Indiana  Legislature1. 

While  at  dinner.  Mr.  Goodrich  and  Mr.  Watson  told  Mr.  Heramingwav  of  the  splendid 
work  done  in  Indiana  by  our  organization.  Mr.  Goodrich  saving  that  before  I  came  there 
the  manufacturing  interests  of  Indiana  were  solid  against  tVatson  and  that  we  changed 
those  people  around  so  that  their  sentiment  was  entirely  in  favor  of  Watson  before 
the  close  of  the  convention. 

IVtore  the  conference  was  over  both  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Hemmingwav  especially 
requested  that  I  rerurn  to  Indiana  as  soon  as  possible.  Senator  Hemmingway  saving 
that  I  could  say  to  our  reoplo  that  he  would  greatly  appreciate  any  favor  we  did  for 
him.  aud  that  we  oouM  dt-pond  upon  him  and  his  mends  in  Congress  to  return 
the  favor  in  any  way  possible  in  the  future.  All  through  the  conference  Senator 
Hemmingwav  talked  as  if  he  was  anxious  to  g*>t  us  to  help  him  out.  telling  me 
when  I  was  leaving  that  we  could  rely  on  his  help  any  time  we  needed  it. 

1  left  Senator  Hemmingway's  home  about  >  ;V  p.  m.  and  went  to  the  New  Willard 
Hotel  to  meet  Mr.  Emery",  and  fully  wen:  over  my  talk  with  Mr.  Watson  and  the  con- 
ference at  Sena :or  Hemtuivgwuy's  heme  with  him.  Mr.  Emerv  and  1  thought  it  was 
bos:  for  iv.e  :o  rvmain  in  Washir.gron  iVr  the  balance  of  the  week  and  se«?  if  it  was  not 
pos>ib>  v  he'i*  l.i:tle?.eld  on  his  vvir.puiscry-pil.'ate  bill.  1  had  intended  to  leave 
at  once  f.»r  Gardner's  c.  is:  tut.  br.*.T  af:«  r  mv  talk  with  Mr.  Emerv  we  concluded  it 
wo-.:M  iv  bes*  i.t  me  :o  r*  :;ia:n  in  Washirgvr.  tor  the  balance  of  this  week. 

I  «>':: '.  -ell  >  '■:  '  e'  re  *-\  <ir±  r*y  res*  r  *':a"  Mr  Warsi  »n  said  to  Senator  Heming- 
way .;■■  •  :V  ■•" vrs  w:\de  a*  ::v  M!,lt  '\\\'  r.e  :-.a-:  d-T.e  many  things  for  the  National 
A  *».■■  ■•..:."■.  ■*■  •.  M.vv.::.vv.:r>  tv  :*■;»■:  w  -;{ \  :-.-■>'  '.»■**.  well  i~  r»rint.  but  he  was  anxious 
a*'  :.  w" '.:•■£  -    ..-  •■::■•■'•'  *:-  -*■  :.v.   •*«   :"■  r  ":■«•  s-ew  rr>»y  were  appreciated. 

I  w:"  -^  :!■:■*.-.  as  Mr.  Even  *v*.s:-.,s  :•■  Wa$';i-»£Mr  i*  r  the  balance  of  the  week. 
*•'••;  s!  .  '.'.  ! --.*•■•  ■.*  ■  r  Nr-.  V  r'v  >vr.«i.»>  *i;h:  I  shall  se::d  this  report  bv  special 
vir'L-.'. tr\  s  ::  «:".*.  rev"*.  \  v.  E.*s:cr  :■■  v:-£  H  -y\nz  i"  will  rind  yint  and  President 
Ya-  \":.-.-a\c  a-  ■  •.>*»  *„u:i-s  iv.  tVc  '.  e<~  ■■  I-eal""".  a*:.:  ev;  "yiris  their  Easter  hat*  and 
e*3r*.  W.-x\:'  "v-;  :■•  '■■■» 

r«  -» P   •  ■  {  •  " !    V      V      " "  "^  ^— ^— ^—  — — —— 


Sv'-.:'.:   r  Kvvv   c  ^"i\: -^      rivrv  was  a  Letror.  I  think,  or  there 
wery  :»  ■  '.::.■>.  \*  :w:e.  \w  ;»s«-.v.     v:r  :.r%A  wV.ich  have  not  ret  been 

rv .H <.;      v\  v. .  : :: c  c . o ■  x  \ : *. v. . v  v\*. . .  ■  ■ : v  ;\ : : t- : i ; :  *. ::  :.^  t heru  f 

r.-.c  uv\k  <»v  tok  CoMMirvvE   N  \  4>.»r  is  dstevl  1912  and  ou^bt 

;i:  ;\-  !'■•.■* 

Si" •*  A '. .;  "  0„  V M 1 N  S      T' ' :-. '    . ." * :  C *    ' *. :■". S  :  *  :V * \  rOr*  k\  '} M.oe. 

>s  :■. .:. : .  *  -  t\  v  v ;»    \  / :  y  \\ ,-  .     ■.    < . ■    .: . .. ■.  ^-  *  ;■  •.  ::  >  :  *)  l  :> . 

Sk,vi.*.'"  \y.  son     \  ■    '  .*7J.  r->"  »  '.:••>  ■:•■:  Kvti  reaJ. 

S.- ••?.'.."■  i \  v  v. n <     r  *. .-. .  « >■  ^  s ■  *. .■  * . m* :  \\  \ <  :*.•»:  rvaii . 

S.,"a,.,v  Ny.-s^N      Vv.:.  i:i".   i:-" 

S.- *:*-. .  ■■  cI?vm    i   u;.;    .v;.-.  -..'\    •/..>   \r:c-.   N«>.   45rj.   4373.  and 


u  ■  ■■•  * 


*  ,vva    •*  a  '.:v.:v  \--\:  \\-y,-     ■  >1-  W^^>noaMiT36. 1913? 
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Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads  as  follows: 

(4372,  4373.) 

Baltimore,  Md.,  May  2€th,  1913. 
Hon.  James  E.  Watson, 

Rushville,  Ind. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Watson.  Your  kind  letter  of  May  22d  in  answer  to  mine  of  the  17th 
has  been  received,  and  I  appreciate  it  very  much.  I  may  have  made  some  mistakes 
in  not  finishing  the  paragraphs  of  my  letter  and  stating  to  you  what  I  wanted.  I  feel 
that  your  services  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  the  past  would 
entitle  you  to  a  great  deal  of  consideration  from  that  organization,  so  I  wanted  to  ask 
you  to  intercede  to  Mr.  D.  M.  Parry,  of  Indianapolis,  in  my  behalf,  and  to  Mr.  C.  C. 
Hanch,  to  have  Mr.  J.  Philip  Bird  and  Mr.  James  Emery  let  up  on  the  dirty  fight  they 
have  been  making  upon  me  since  I  resigned  from  the  organization. 

I  know  I  told  you  in  the  past,  or  a  year  before  I  left  the  organization,  that  Emery 
and  Bird  were  almost  making  it  impossible  for  me  to  stay  within  its  ranks  and  do 
good  work,  and  they  succeeded  in  making  it  so  hot  for  me  that  I  left  the  organization 
on  the  1st  of  January,  1912,  and  as  I  stated  to  you  in  my  letter  every  effort  they  have 
made  since  then  has  been  a  failure;  and  if  they  would  do  me  justice  with  the  executive 
board  of  the  organization  and  do  themselves  justice,  I  have  been  told  by  leading 
members  of  the  executive  board  that  I  would  be  asked  back  into  the  organization 
which  I  have  been  anxious  to  have  brought  around  in  that  way  for  the  past  eight  or 
nine  months. 

I  have  done  work  in  other  organizations  since  I  left  the  manufacturers,  but  the  work 
has  not  been  steady  or  agreeable,  and  I  know  very  well  that  if  you  would  interest 
yourself  with  Mr.  Parry,  and  see  him  in  my  behalf,  and  make  a  personal  request  on  him 
to  get  busy,  he  would  do  so.  While  I  was  in  the  organization  I  did  everything  I 
possibly  could  to  please  Mr.  Parry,  and  I  liave  reasons  to  believe  he  has  been  my  friend 
in  the  past,  but  I  wrote  him  several  letters  within  the  last  few  weeks  and  he  has  failed 
to  answer  any  of  them,  and  I  feel  assured  that  influence  has  been  brought  to  bear 
upon  him  by  Kirby  and  Bird  to  ignore  my  letters. 

I  was  given  to  understand  that  Col.  George  Pope,  of  Hartford,  Conn.,  is  the  new 
president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  I  am  told  that  he  is  a  very 
able  and  conscientious  gentleman,  and  a  very  warm  friend  of  Mr.  Parry.  I  know 
that  Mr.  Parrv  could  arrange  for  a  meeting  between  Mr.  Pope  and  myself  if  he  wished 
to  do  so,  and  1  have  letters  and  credentials  which  I  could  show  to  Mr.  Pope  of  my  work 
in  the  past  which  would  clearly  demonstrate  to  him  that  they  need  my  work  as  badly 
as  I  need  their  help  at  the  present  time. 

Now,  my  dear  James,  I  hope  that  you  will  do  this  favor  for  me,  and  I  know  there  is 
many  ways  in  which  you  can  help  me  out  if  you  wish  outside  of  Mr.  Parry,  for  you 
stand  well  with  all  the  officers  of  tliat  organization,  and  1  feel  there  is  no  man  can  do 
more  toward  getting  me  what  I  want  than  yourself;  so  hoping  to  hear  from  you  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment,  believe  me  to  be, 

very  faithfully,  vours,  , 

S9SS  Old  York  Road. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  state  in  this  letter,  Mr.  Mulhall: 

I  have  done  work  in  other  organizations  since  I  left  the  manufacturers,  but  the 
work  has  not  been  steady  or  agreeable. 

What  other  organizations  had  you  been  working  for  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  showed  vou  a  letter  from  the  brewers.  I  helped 
them,  as  I  said.     They  thanked  me  for  some  work  I  had  done  there. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  they  pay  vou  for  your  work  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Nothing  at  all;  not  a  dollar. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  gratuitous  on  your  part  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  whom  else  did  you  work  for  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  I  can  recall  just  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  stated  in  the  letter  that  you  had  been  work- 
ing for  other  organizations.  I  suppose  you  worked  for  so  many  that 
it  is  difficult  to  remember  them  aU  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  I  do  not  believe  that  I  worked  for  any  other 
organizations  outside  of  the  brewers  in  Maine,  at  that  time.  Certainly 
there  were  several  other  organizations  engaged 

Senator  Nelson.  This  letter  is  dated  May  26,  1913 — the  letter 
which  Senator  Reed  has  just  read  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  this  last  May  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Now,  Senator  Reed,  we  have  also  4345-4347. 
That  is  dated  January  29,  1913.     That  was  passed. 

Senator  Reed.  4345-4347  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  you  by 
whom? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  By  Mr.  Springer.  The  letter  is 
not  complete,  though,  here,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  a  copy  or  an  original  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  the  original  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  is  a  copy  of  the  original  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  copy  tnat  you  made? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  is  a  copy  I  made;  yes,  sir.  I  sent  out  a 
copy  to  every  member  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  But  this  is  a  letter  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  sent  them  out  to  the  manufacturers  to  show  the 
fight  that  Mr.  Bird  was  making  on  me  in  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  You  sent  a  copy  of  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  to  the  executive  board  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  to  show  the  fight  that  was  made  on  me  by 
Mr.  Bird  and  others  in  that  organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  this  Springer  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Reed  then  read  the  letter,  4345-4347,  as  follows:) 

(4345-4347.) 

Atlantic  City,  N.  J.,  January  29,  1913. 
Col.  MM.  Mulhall, 

S93S  Old  York  Road,  Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  I  received  your  letter  of  a  few  weeks  ago  and  vour  second  letter 
this  morning,  and  you  will  find  the  following  statement  of  my  interview  with  Mr.  J.  B. 
Bird,  general  manager  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  which  I  had  with 
him  on  September  24,  1912.  which  is  as  follows: 

At  my  first  interview  witli  Mr.  Bird  I  stated  to  him  how  we  had  started  the  campaign 
in  the  second  New  Jersey  district  (Mr.  John  J.  GardnerV  I  stated  that  Col.  M.  M.  Mul- 
hall was  to  have  sole  charge  of  the  campaign  for  Mr.  J.  J.  Gardner,  and  after  showing 
my  credentials  to  Mr.  Bird  I  told  him  I  had  full  charge  of  the  financial  end  of  the 
campaign. 

At  this  interview  Mr.  Bird  was  very  friendly,  and  told  me  that  they  would  do  every- 
thing they  could  to  help  to  send  Mr.  Gardner  back  to  Congress  and  that  he  would  lay 
the  matter  before  Mr.  Kirby  and  send  me  a  wire  within  48  hours.  After  waiting  a 
long  time,  and  not  hearing  from  Mr.  Bird,  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Enos  Paullin,  a 
member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  I  called  on  Mr.  Bird  on  the  25th 
of  September,  the  day  after  the  primaries  in  New  Jersey,  telling  him  of  the  big  victory 
in  Gardner's  district,  he  getting  the  nomination  by  over  2,000  votes. 

Mr.  Bird  was  entirely  different  at  this  interview  and  seemed  very  bitter  against 

Mulhall,  and  plainly  stated  to  me  that  they  would  not  aid  in  Mr.  Gardner's  campaign. 

I  asked  Mr.  Bird  if  this  was  his  personal  ultimatum,  or  if  it  was  from  the  National 

Association  of  Manufacturers.    He  stated  that  it  was  his  ultimatum,  but  if  I  wished 

it  as  coming  from  the  .National  Association  oi  Man\iiactaieT&,  ne,  as  their  representative, 
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would  say  that  they  would  not  help  Mr.  Gardner.  I  wanted  to  know  his  reasons  for  so 
doing,  fie  said  that  he  would  not  have  anything  to  do  with  any  campaign  thai  M.  M. 
Mulhall  had  any  connection  with,  as  he  Mulhall  could  not  be  trusted,  and  he  also 
stated  that  he  would  not  allow  any  employee  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers to  have  anything  to  do  with  any  campaign  that  Mulhall  had  any  connection 
with.  I  told  Mr.  Bud  at  this  interview  that  I  was  solely  responsible  for  the  financial 
end  of  the  campaign;  that  Col.  Mulhall  flatly  refused  at  the  beginning  of  the  fight  to 
handle  any  of  the  funds  or  to  undertake  to  pay  any  of  the  people  in  the  campaign  for 
services  rendered.  In  reply  to  this,  Mr.  Bird  stated  at  this  second  interview,  that  it 
was  a  good  thing  for  Mr.  Gardner  and  his  friends  that  Mulhall  would  not  handle 

There  is  evidently  a  misprint  there.  What  we  have  here  as  the 
first  and  second  pages  read  all  right.  What  is  printed  here  after 
that  is  the  second  page  of  some  other  letter.  It  is  a  misprint.  That 
latter  part  should  be  stricken  out  and  the  whole  thing  marked  a 
fragment.     It  has  been  assembled  wrong. 

I  think  there  is  a  copy  of  that  letter,  however,"  in  the  files  of  the 
Manufacturers'  Association.     1  think  they  have  that  in  their  files. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  Springer  letter  ? 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  find. 

Senator  Nelson.  January  29,  1913,  is  the  date.  It  is  dated  at 
Atlantic  City. 

Senator  Reed  (after  examination).  This  does  not  seem  to  be  the 
proper  file. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  are  several  letters  in  this  miscellaneous 
bunch  here  that  I  think  should  be  introduced. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  have  to  recur  to  this  when  we  get  the 
proper  file. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  want  to  start  in  at  4422,  page  15  TM,  right 
after  all  those  accounts. 

Senator  Reed.  The  reason,  Senator,  that  I  am  hesitating  about 
introducing  these  undated  letters — and  I  repeat  it  so  that  I  may  be 
sure  I  will  not  bo  misunderstood — is  that  I  am  almost  certain  that  we 
will  find  the  original  letters  in  the  files  of  the  Manufacturers,  Asso- 
ciation, and  hence  there  will  be  no  uncertainty  about  the  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  moan  in  the  original  files  of  the  association? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  the  files  which  the  association  has  turned  over 
to  us. 

Now,#here  is  a  document  we  have  from  which  the  print  is  made. 
It  is  evidently  a  pencil  draft  of  a  letter  that  afterwards  was  written. 
I  really  think  that  the  committee  would  gain  time  to  defer  this  matter 
until  these  letters  can  be  assembled  and  brought  in  here,  although  I 
am  ready  to  go  ahead  if  the  committee  desires  me  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  Most  of  it  seems  to  be  newspaper  clippings,  stuff 
that  has  no  bearing  on  or  connection  with  this  matter  at  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  one,  4423, 4424,  about  the  Maryland  cam- 
paign— the  long  letter  you  just  read.  It  seems  to  be  a  report  of  Mr. 
Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  I  could  not  hear  you,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  4423,  4424  seems  to  be  a  repoit  or  memorandum 
submitted  by  Mr.  Mulhall  with  reference  to  the  Maryland  campaign 
about  which  you  read  that  long  letter.  I  will  read  that  letter  if  you 
do  not  care  to. 

Senator  Reed.  Again,  I  do  not  know  how  we  can  identify  it.  Here 
is  a  pencil  memorandum. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Show  it  to  Mr.  Mulhall.     It  is  4423,  4424. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  some  pencil  memoranda  printed  here  as 
4423,  4424.  Do  you  know  what  it  is,  or  whether  or  not  a  copy  was 
ever  sent  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  I  don't  even  recognize  the 
handwriting,  Senator,  so  I  can't  say  whether  it  was  or  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  seems  to  be  printed  in  here. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  tried  several  times  to  make  the  statement  as 
clear  as  I  can,  and  I  will  try  it  again. 

A  great  mass  of  these  papers  was  turned  over  to  us  by  the  New  York 
World.  Nobody  had  time  to  read  these.  The  result  was  that  some 
clerks  wore  directed  to  arrange  them  as  nearly  as  possible  chron- 
ologically, ard  they  were  sent  to  the  printer  to  be  printed,  so  that  the 
committee  could  have  a  copy  to  work  on — a  mere  temporary  copy — 
the  printer  saying  he  could  get  them  out  in  24  hours.  He  did  not 
succeed  in  doing  that.  When  the  clerks  got  through  selecting  all  they 
could  that  were  dated,  they  got  up  those  in  chronological  order,  and 
we  then  found  this  mass  of  stuff  which  appears  printed  at  the  back 
part  of  the  letters,  aid  which  we  are  into  now,  and  they  simply  had  it 
printed  so  it  might  be  before  the  committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  its  face,  as  it  appears  in  the  printed  record, 
it  appears  to  be  a  report  from  Mr.  Mulhall. 

ilr.  Mulhall.  I  never  wrote  that  letter,  Senator,  and  I  am  posi- 
tive and  sure  that  my  wife  never  wrote  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  this  ought  to  be  stricken  from  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  The  record  is  exactly  as  this  document  is.  This  is 
marked  "Memorandum." 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  not  identified  by  anybody. 

Senator  Heed.  No;  it  is  not  identified. 

Senator  Nelson.  Should  not  this  witness  identify  it,  or  it  be 
stricken  out? 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  gone  through  these  and  there  are  a  great 
many  letters  that  are  dated. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  they  have  the  year? 

Senator  Cummins.  They  have  the  year,  but  they  are  of  the  same 
general  character.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  do  not  think  they  are 
material. 

The  Ciiairman.  Have  we  not  enough  letters,  and  can  we  not  stop 
here  ?  It  seems  to  me  we  can  afford  to  stop  right  here.  There  may 
be  other  letters  that  should  go  in,  however. 

Senator  Cummins.  There  are  a  great  many  letters  dated,  letters 
and  telegrams  as  well;  I  would  say  one  hundred. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  made  a  good  faith  statement  about  it. 
I  may  be  in  error.     I  have  not  looked  through  these  very  carefully. 

Senator  Cummins.  For  instance,  turn  to  No.  4830.  I  happen  to 
have  that  before  me. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  there  is  one  letter  dated. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  there  are  four  or  five  letters  written  by 
Mr.  Emery  to  Mr.  Mulhall  from  Europe  that  are  printed  in  here. 

Senator  Reed.  Are  they  dated  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  they  are.  At  least,  if  they  are  not  dated 
by  the  year,  the  date  is  very  easily  determined  by  the  context. 
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Senator  Reed.  This  letter  that  you  speak  of  that  is  completely 
dated  is  the  only  one  I  have.  It  is  signed  by  Barry  Mahool,  and  it 
reads: 

I  have  the  honor  of  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  your  favor  of  March  22nd,  in  which 
you  give  me  such  good  news  as  to  your  efforts  in  my  behalf.  I  knew  that  you  would 
do  this  as  soon  as  you  came  home,  and  want  to  thank  you  for  the  interest  you  are 
taking  in  this  fight.    With  kind  regards,  I  am,  very  truly,  yours. 

It  seems  to  be  utterly  inconsequential. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  not  speaking  of  their  materiality.  I  do 
not  think  many  of  them  are  material. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  sake  of  all  of  us 
and  of  our  nervous  systems,  that  it  is  3  minutes  of  5  o'clock  now,  and 
that  we  should  adjourn,  so  that  the  members  of  the  committee  may 
have  an  opportunity  to  read  the  rest  of  this  matter  over;  and  if  any 
gentleman  nere  thinks  it  is  material,  let  him  introduce  it.  I  am 
through,  so  far  as  introducing  letters  is  concerned — that  is,  so  far  as 
letters  contained  in  this  book  are  concerned. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  want  us  to  read  all  this,  do  you? 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  you  to  read  it,  or  else  be  satisfied  not  to 
introduce  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  read  hastily  through  here,  and  I  do  not 
think  there  is  anything  except  along  this  same  general  line. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  say  tliat  I  think  there  are  in  the  files  of  the 
Manufacturers'  Association — and  I  state  this  from  a  most  meager 
examination — letters  that  will  fill  in  this  other  correspondence  and 
probably  elucidate  some  things  that  are  not  now  plam,  and  when 
those  letters  are  picked  out  I  think  they  ought  to  be  introduced. 
I  think  that  they  will  disclose  some  important  matters  in  this  frag- 
mentary stuff. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  until  to-morrow  at  half  past  10 
o'clock. 

(Thereupon,  at  5  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  until 
to-morrow,  Wednesday,  July  30,  1913,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.) 


WEDNESDAY,  JULY  30,  1013. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 
Present:  Senators   Overman    (chairman),    Reed,    Walsh,    Nelson, 
and  Cummins. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MABTIN  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Resumed. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  a  considerable  number  of 
letters  that  will  undoubtedly  hereafter  be  brought  forward  to  be 
introduced  out  of  the  files  of  the  association,  and  some  that  Mr. 
Mulhall  has  handed  me.  All  of  our  exhibits,  or  substantially  all  of 
them  up  to  this  time,  are  numbered  from  No.  1  on,  consecutively. 
We  ought  to  have  some  significant  numbers  for  all  those  that  now 
come  in.  I  suggest  that  we  begin  this  series  with  Al,  A2,  and  so 
forth . 
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The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator,  and  the  stenographer  will  mark  the  letters  now  introduced 
Al,  A2,  etc. 

Senator  Nelson.  Before  we  go  into  that,  there  is  one  matter  I 
should  like  to  bring  before  the  committee.  It  is  in  regard  to  4423- 
4424,  which  appears  on  its  face  to  be  a  report  from  Mr.  Mulhall.  I 
want  to  read  it: 

Memorandum. — I  wish  to  submit  the  following  report  in  relation  to  the  six  con- 
gressional districts  of  Maryland. 

I  have  gathered  from  the  numerous  labor  leaders  in  and  around 

Senator  Reed.  Pardon  me,  Senator.  Is  not  that  the  document 
or  list  that  the  witness  said  was  in  a  pencil  memorandum,  and  he  did 
not  know  who  had  made  it  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  On  its  face  it  indicates  that  it  is  from  him,  as 
you  will  see  if  you  will  read  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  I  just  wanted  you  to  understand  the 
facts. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes.     I  continue  reading: 

I  have  gathered  from  the  numerous  labor  leaders  in  and  around  Baltimore  that 
the  national  organization  of  the  A.  F.  of  L.  will  be  very  active  in  the  coming  con- 
gressional campaign  this  fall. 

The  Gompers  people  started  early  this  spring  in  the  different  districts,  and  they 
have  already  held  meetings  which  was  addressed  by  prominent  labor  leaders  of  the 
different  wards  of  Baltimore. 

Their  program  is  to  favor  the  Democratic  candidates  wherever  it  is  possible  to  do 
so,  for  the  whole  Gompers  faction  are  strongly  in  favor  of  that  party,  and  all  the  work 
the  labor  people  have  done  in  Maryland,  except  the  sixth  district,  has  been  to  help 
the  prospective  Democratic  candidates.  The  prospects  for  offsetting  the  labor  agi- 
tators in  this  State  are  very  bright,  for  there  is  not  20  per  cent  of  the  working  element 
organized  into  unions,  and  among  this  20  per  cent  there  is  half  of  it  very  conservative, 
and  will  not  follow  the  Gompers  crowd  into  politics. 

In  Baltimore  there  is  a  large  organization  called  the  Workingmen  Protective  Asso- 
ciation which  has  been  organized  since  1899  and  that  at  the  present  time  has  got 
over  1,200  members  on  its  rolls;  for  the  past  six  years  this  organization  has  been 
recognized  by  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  throughout  the  State  and  for  the 
past  few  years  has  been  getting  considerable  patronage  from  the  Republican  organi- 
zation. 

This  organization  could  be  of  great  service  in  three  districts  in  this  State  without 
any  cost. 

The  letter  immediately  before  that  has  not  been  read.  I  do  not 
know  whether  you  care  about  reading  it,  Senator  Reed. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  the  letter  which  Mr.  Mulhall  said  he  did 
not  identify. 

Senator  Reed.  The  memorandum  is  the  one  that  he  did  not 
identify. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  letter  as  shown  me  here  is  the  one. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  see  No.  4422. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Mulhall  said  he  did  not  know  in  whose  hand- 
writing it  was. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4423  is  the  memorandum  that  Senator  Nelson 
just  read,  and  it  is  in  the  handwriting  which  the  witness  said  he 
could  not  identify.     This  is  the  document  [indicating]. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  saw  a  letter  yesterday  headed  "My  Dear  Mr. 
Bird." 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  one  headed  "My  Dear  Bird."  This  is 
written  in  pencil. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  the  one  I  saw. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  has  no  date  upon  it. 

Can  you  tell  us  in  whose  handwriting  that  is,  or  can  you  identify  it 
as  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  was  sent  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  part  of  a  letter  that  was  written  by  Lulu  K. 
Mulhall. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  me  see  those  two,  that  letter  and  the  memo- 
randum, to  see  how  the  handwriting  compares. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  see  that  it  has  any  materiality,  anyhow. 
It  is  simply  cumulative. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  ask  Senator  Reed  if  they  are  in  the  same  hand- 
writing? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  no  handwriting  expert,  but  I  would  say  not. 

The  Chairman.  They  do  not  look  like  tnc  same  handwriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  Never  mind,  then. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  McCarter,  we  want  those  questions  this  morn- 
ing before  we  adjourn. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  am  ready  with  them  now. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  have  them. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  we  had  better  have  an  executive  meet- 
ingof  the  committee  in  regard  to  that. 

The  Chairman.  We  are  going  to.  We  will  have  an  executive 
session  later. 

Senator  Reed.  I  show  you  Al,  which  is  a  letter  produced  by  you 
this  morning,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a  letter  you  received  from 
Mr.  Schwedtman,  dated  the  9th  day  of  March,  1908? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  you  offer  these,  will  you  distinguish  those 
which  you  get  from  Mr.  Mulhall  from  those  you  get  from  the  manu- 
facturers ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  do  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  one  that  you  got  from  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  I  so  stated  in  my  question. 

Al  reads  as  follows: 

(Al.) 

National  Association  op  Manufacturers, 

St.  Louis,  March  9,  1908. 

My  Dear  Martin:  I  beg  to  acknowledge  herewith  copies  of  the  Federationist, 
which  came  to  hand  promptly  by  special  delivery.  To  show  you  how  much  that 
sort  of  thing  is  appreciated,  let  me  say  to  you  that  I  made  very  good  use  of  two  copies 
that  night.  One  I  used  in  a  talk  that  I  gave  to  the  boys  of  the  Workingmen's  Pro- 
tective Association  and  one  copy  I  took  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  who  devoted  the  whole 
evening  to  reading  it. 

Beg  to  also  acknowledge  copies  of  the  two  pamphlets,  "List  of  Organizations 
Affiliated  with  the  American  Federation  of  Labor"  and  "Labor  Press  and  Official 
Journals  received  at  the  headquarters  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor." 
Very  truly,  yours, 

Ferd.  C.  SchwedtmaNj 
Secretary  to  the  President. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Mre,  L.  Mulhall. 

My  Dear  Mrs.  Mulhall:  Thank  you  for  your  prompt  reply,  by  wire,  to  my 
recent  letter.    Am  glad  to  hear  Martin  and  you  are  all  right. 
Ever  yours, 

F.  C.  Schwedtman. 
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There  is  a  little  note  at  the  bottom,  here,  to  Mrs.  Mulhall,  which  is 
unimportant. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  list  of  affiliated  organizations  that  he 
refers  to  there. 

Senator  Reed*.  I  hand  you  A2,  and  ask  you  what  that  is  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  list  of  the  organizations  that  came  into 
the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  sent  to  me  by  Mr. 
Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  For  what  purposes  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  working  purposes,  to  show  on  my  travels. 

Senator  Reed.  The  associations  that  are  here  named,  as  I  under- 
stand you,  were  associations  that  were  affiliated  with  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  A2  is  a  document  furnished  by  Col.  Mulhall  this 
morning.  There  is  a  large  list  of- these.  Do  the  committee  want  me 
to  read  them  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this: 

Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis. 

That  has  come  in  here  several  times. 

The  Chairman.  Let  it  go  into  the  record  without  printing. 
Mr.  MoCarter.  My  understanding  is  that  this  is  a  list  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  council.    Am  I  right,  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

American  Asso.  of  Flint  &  Lime  Glass  Manufacturers  (Inc.). 
Association  of  Master  Plumbers,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
Baltimore  Metal  Trades  Association. 

And  so  forth.     They  all  seem  to  be  associations. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  does  he  say  about  it;  that  they  are 
affiliated  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  care  anything  about  the  names,  but  I 
should  like  to  know  what  he  means  by  "  affiliation.' ' 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  mean  organizations  that  was  gotten  up  under 
the  heading  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  and 
affiliated  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  as  that 
list  says,  under  their  control. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  is  your  personal  knowledge  about  that! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  list  that  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man at  the  start  out  of  this  organization,  that  I  was  given  to  under- 
stand was  working  under  the  neading  of  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Cummins.  This  is  a  list  furnished  to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  you  knew  nothing  about  the  "  affiliation1 
aside  from  what  Mr.  Schwedtman  told  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  the  other  officers  of  the 
organization. 

Senator  Cummins.  Yes;  but  how  they  were  affiliated,  and  for  what 
purpose  they  were  affiliated,  you  do  not  Know  of  your  own  knowledge  t 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  I  know  that  they  were  used  for  the  purpose  of 
the  collection  of  "funds  and  for  the  purpose  of  having  them  act  in 
conjunction  with  the  National  Association  lobby  here  at  Washington. 

Senator  Cummins.  How  do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  From  interviews  with  the  officers  of  the  organiza- 
tion. 

Senator  Cummins.  All  of  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  had  interviews  with  the  officers  of  all  the 
associations  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  with  the  officers  of  those  associations, 
but  with  the  officers  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  what  I  say.  The  information  you  have 
with  regard  to  the  matter  came  from  the  officers  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Who  were  the  officers  of  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  not  asking  you  that.  I  am  asking  you 
whether  you  had  your  information  solely  from  the  officers  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  officers  of  this  other  association  that 
you  speak  of  gave  you  the  information  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  Mr.  James  W.  Van  Cleave,  who  was  the 
president  of  this  organization;  Mr.  James  A.  Emery,  its  counsel;  and 
Mr.  Ferd.  Schwedtman,  its  secretary. 

Senator  Cummins.  Have  you  given  us  the  names  of  all  the  persons 
from  whom  you  got  the  information  upon  which  you  say  that  these 
associations  were  affiliated  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  Later  on,  when  Mr.  Van  Cleave  left,  or  when 
Mr.  Kirby  took  the  place  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  president  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  then  he  took  Mr.  Van  Cleave's 
place  as  president  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 
and  Mr.  J.  Philip  Bird  became  its  manager  and  Mr.  Emery  its  coun- 
sel, and  I  have  got  the  same  information  from  those  gentlemen, 
because  they  put  completed  lists  of  this  association  into  my  hands. 

Senator  Keed.  Senator,  let  me  say  that  I  think  perhaps  I  ought 
to  have  read  a  line  or  two  of  this.  It  is  headed  Definite  signed 
authorizations/ '  and  there  is  occasionally  an  asterisk  opposite  a 
name. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  ought  to  read  that. 

Senator  Reed.  And  opposite  one  of  these  asterisks  is: 

Authorization  secured  by  Mr.  Emery  as  per  his  letter  of  March  2. 

Senator  Cummins.  Very  well;  but  if  wo  are  to  give  any  weight  to 
it,  and  we  involve  all  these  people  in  it,  I  want  to  know  whether  it 
is  simply  hearsay  testimony  or  whether  it  is  from  his  personal 
knowledge. 

Senator  Reed.  Or  whether  he  saw  all  these  people  personally. 

Senator  Cummins.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  want  to  know.  As  I  under- 
stand him,  this  is  a  list  given  to  him  by  the  officers  of  the  association 
for  which  he  was  working,  in  order  to  guide  him 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  a  list  that  was  given  to  you 
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Senator  Cummins  (continuing).  And  that  he  has  not  had  any 
communication  with  these  various  associations  mentioned  in  the  list. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Except  when  I  was  campaigning  in  different  States. 

Senator  Cummins.  In  your  campaigning,  with  which  of  these 
various  concerns  did  you  come  in  contact  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  the  list  be  handed  to  the  witness. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  show  me  the  Indiana  list 

Senator  Cummins.  Very  well.  There  is  the  list.  State  with  which 
of  those  associations  you  had  anything  to  do.  I  am  now  speaking 
of  having  something  to  do  with  them  personally. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (examining  list).  I  had  to  do  with  the  Baltimore 
Metal  Trades  Association.    I  met  their  secretary. 

Senator  Cummins.  Who  was  the  president  of  that  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  another  list  which  I  believe  will  be  sub- 
mitted.   I  can  not  remember  the  names  of  the  officials. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  remember  any  person  with  whom  you 
had  relations,  who  was  connected  with  that  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  at  the  present  time;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Builders '  Exchange  of  Baltimore  City. 

Senator  Cummins.  Can  you  name  the  man  with  whom  you  were  in 
contact,  who  was  connected  with  that  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Scates  was  the  secretary  of  that  association. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  understand  that  you  did  come  in  personal 
contact  with  Mr.  Scates. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Frequently;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  are  a  great  many  letters  here  from  Mr. 
Scates. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  not  questioning  the  veracity  of  the 
witness. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Employers '  Association  of  Chicago,  111. 

Senator  Cummins.  Whom  did  you  meet  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Fred  Job,  who  is  the  business  manager  and  attorney 
for  that  association. 

Senator  Cummins.  Very  well.     Proceed. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  I  think  you 
will  find  from  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Bird,  who  was  upon  the 
witness  stand,  and  who  was  not  fully  examined,  that  he  stated  they 
did  have  a  list  of  these  people  and  that  the\  were  members,  and  he 
also  stated  the  kind  of  membership,  and  that  that  list,  being  produced 
bjr  Mr.  Bird,  would  probably  clear  up  this  whole  matter,  ana  that  we 
might  save  time.     Ido  not  want  to  interfere  with  the  Senator  at  all. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  there  is  other  testimony  that  is  competent, 
I  would  be  very  glad  to  hoar  it.  I  do  not  want  to  involve  a  great 
number  of  associations  by  producing  a  list,  unless  the  witness  knows 
personally  that  they  had  tnesc  relations  with  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Afanufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Manifestly  it  would  be  proper  for  him  at  this  time 
to  furnish  a  list  and  say  that  it  was  furnished  by  this  association  to 
him. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  simply  suggesting  that,  not  to  cavil  with  you 
about  your  examination.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  heard  Mr.  Bird *s 
testimony. 
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Senator  Cummins.  I  did  not  hear  it. 

Senator  Reed.  He  testified,  very  early  in  this  examination,  about 
the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense.  I  do  not  undertake 
to  quote  his  testimony  with  accuracy,  but  as  I  recall  it  he  told  how 
many  members  there  were,  and  told  something  of  the  way  this  mem- 
bersnip  list  was  arranged,  and  as  I  remember,  he  stated  that  there 
were  a  hundred  and  some  odd. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Two  hundred  and  fifty,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  Perhaps  250.  I  do  not  know.  Therefore,  I 
think  we  will  get  that  at  first  hand  from  Mr.  Bird  or  any  of  these 
other  officers  of  that  association.  It  would  take  some  time  for  the 
witness  to  go  through  and  state  what  he  knows  of  his  personal 
knowledge. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  this  paper  is  to  be  used  simpjly  to  show  that 
the  officers  for  whom  Mr.  Mulhall  was  working  furnished  the  list  to 
him  for  a  certain  purpose,  that  is  all  right,  and  I  have  not  a  word  to 
say,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  all  of  the^e  people  should  be  brought 
in  here  unless  we  have  some  competent  testimony  in  respect  to  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  was  a  full  list 
of  two  hundred  and  forty-odd  organizations  sent  to  me,  with  corre- 
spondence to  show  what  the  list  was  sent  to  me  for.  I  believe  you 
will  find  that  in  my  letters,  and  I  will  produce  the  list. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  they  would  hesitate  for  a  moment 
in  saying  that  the  same  officers 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that,  but  the 
witness  testified  that  these  people  were  affiliated  with  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  for  a  certain  purpose.  That  fact  can 
not  be  proven,  of  course,  by  furnishing  a  list  of  this  character.  The 
fact  that  the  National  Association  alleged  that  they  were  members 
through  furnishing  the  list  can  be  proven  by  what  Mr.  Mulhall  has 
already  said. 

The  Chairman.  All  you  know  about  it  is  that  the  list  was  handed 
to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  This  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 
The  correspondence  shows  that. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  all  you  know  about  it? 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  no.  He  says  that  he  has  talked  with  other 
officers  of  the  association,  and  that  he  has  seen  some  of  these  members. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  anything  is  claimed  for  that,  I  want  him  to 
go  through  the  list  and  state  with  what  person  he  talked. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  is  the  Employers'  Association  of  Indianap- 
olis, Ind. 

Senator  Cummins.  Give  the  name  of  the  man. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Andrew  Jackson  Allen,  who  worked  with  me  all 
during  the  campaign  in  Indiana,  as  my  assistant. 

There  is  the  Illinois  Lumber  Dealers'  Association  of  Chicago,  I  be- 
lieve, and  Edward  Hines  at  that  time  told  me  he  was  a  member  of  it. 

There  is  the  Indianapolis  Employers'  Association. 

Senator  Cummins.  Give  the  name  of  the  man  there. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  just  remember  the  name,  but  I  know  that 
I  worked  in  conjunction  with  that  organization  all  through  that  cam- 
paign in  1908. 
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The  Metal  Manufacturers'  Association  of  Philadelphia. 

Senator  Cummins.  Give  us  the  name  of  the  man. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  letters  here  will  show  that  t  had  correspondence 
with  the  secretary  of  that  organization.  I  can  not  recall  nis  name 
now,  but  I  have  sent  him  documents  and  had  correspondence  with 
him. 

The  National  Erectors'  Association. 

Senator  Cummins.  Where  is  that  located  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  New  York  City,  as  I  understand — a  close  friend  of 
Mr.  Emery,  if  I  am  not  mistaken.  I  can  not  just  recall  the  name, 
but  I  met  the  gentleman  frequently. 

There  is  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis,  Fred  C 
Schwedtman,  the  president,  and  I  guess  at  one  time  its  secretary. 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  its  president. 

There  is  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America,  James  A. 
Emery,  secretary,  and  C.  W.  Post  its  president. 

There  is  the  N  ational  Association  of  Manufacturers,  Mr.  Van  Cleave, 
Mr.  Kirbv,  and  other  officers.  That  is  all  I  can  recall  on  this  list  at 
the  present  time,  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator  Reed,  maj  I  inquire  if  there  is  anything  there 
to  show  the  date  at  which  that  list  was  submitted? 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  nothing  on  the  list  to  show. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  got  another  list,  which  I  could  get  if  I  could  have 
a  chance  to  get  home,  which  shows  checked  up>  the  names  of  the 
officers  and,  Iguess,  about  250  of  those  organizations,  which  list  was 
put  in  my  hands  for  political  purposes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  do  you  know  personally,  if  anything,  about 
the  National  Erectors'  Association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Nothing,  only  that  I  met  Walter  Drew,  I  think, 
with  Mr.  Emery  at  our  office  frequently,  and  at  other  places,  ana 
dined  with  him  once  or  twice.  I  Know  those  gentlemen  frequently 
worked  together  and  associated  together  and  were  very  close  friends. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  now  A-3,  which  is  a  letter  you  produced 
this  morning,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  (fated  Septem- 
ber 2,  1912,  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird$ 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  letter,  as  follows: 

(A3.) 
[Confidential.] 

Atlantic  City,  N.  J.,  September  t,  19 It. 
Mr.  J.  Phillip  Bird, 

General  Manager  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

Dear  Sir:  I  received  a  letter  from  vou  a  short  time  after  I  resigned  from  your 
organization  wishing  me  succe«?  in  the  future  and  that  if  I  appealed  to  you  any  time 
in  the  future,  if  it  was  possible  you  would  grant  the  appeal  and  aid  me  in  the  effort  I 
would  be  making.  I  am  now  asking  you  not  for  aid  for  myself,  but  for  others  at  this 
time,  and  am  appealing  to  you  to  help  to  save  a  few  of  the  good  friends  you  have  in 
this  Congress  and  aid  them  to  be  returned  to  the  next. 

On  the  middle  of  last  March  I  was  appealed  to  bv  Mr.  Jas.  T.  McDermott,  the 
member  from  the  fourth  Illinois  district,  to  go  to  his  district  and  aid  him  for  renomi- 
nation.  Mr.  McDermott,  although  a  Democrat,  for  six  years,  while  a  Member  of 
Congress,  done  everything  that  was  in  his  power  to  advance  the  interest  in  Congress 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  The  splendid  work  that  Mr.  McDermott 
dene  in  the  past  could  not  be  estimated,  so  on  account  of  the  good  work  he  had  done 
I  left  my  home  on  the  26th  of  March  and  went  to  Chicago,  111.,  and  stayed  there  mrtii 
the  15th  of  April,  aiding  him  to  be  renominated,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  Mr.  Mc- 
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Dermott  won  out  and  is  ready  to  show  his  appreciation  at  any  time  when  called  upon 
for  the  good  work  done  for  him  last  spring. 

After  I  returned  from  Chicago  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  of 
the  second  New  Jersey  district,  and  Mr.  Gardner  was  anxious  to  have  me  help  him  for 
denomination  and  election  this  summer  and  fa,U.  I  came  into  Mr.  Gardner's  district 
three  weeks  ago,  and  I  have  been  working  night  and  day  since  here  for  his  renomi- 
nation.  Mr.  Gardner  has  got  the  hardest  fight  he  has  ever  had  in  this  district.  He 
has  two  very  strong  men  against  him  for  the  Republican  nomination,  and  on  account 
of  conditions  in  Atlantic  City  and  other  cities  in  his  district,  for  work  he  has  done  in  the 
past  for  his  friends,  he  is  meeting  with  open  and  vigorous  opposition.  Besides  this, 
he  is  openly  opposed  by  the  leaders  of  the  labor  unions,  and  Mr.  Gompers,  of  the 
American  Federation  of  I^abor,  was  down  here  with  his  staff,  and  while  here  they  sent 
for  every  prominent  labor  worker  there  are  in  this  city  and  appealed  to  them  to  oppose 
Mr.  Gardner.  They  are  very  much  opposed  to  him  on  account  of  his  vote  against  the 
Wilson  injunction  bills  and  other  bills  of  that  kind  at  the  last  session  of  Congr<  ss. 

For  the  past  few  weeks  one  of  Mr.  Gardner's  representatives  has  been  appealing  to 
your  organization  for  support,  believing  that  you  would  aid  them,  as  you  did  two 
years  ago.  He  went  to  New  York  and  was  sent  from  there  to  Washington  to  see  Mr. 
Emery  and  others,  and  he  was  promised  while  there  that  anything  they  could  pos- 
sibly do  for  Mr.  Gardner  they  would  do,  but  this  gentleman  informs  me  that  up  to 
the  present  time  he  has  not  received  one  particle  of  aid  from  either  Mr.  Emery  or 
anyone  else  that  belongs  to  your  organization. 

I  also  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Gardner  at  his  home  last  evening,  and  he  assured 
me  that  he  has  not  in  any  way  heard  from  your  people  or  received  a  particle  of  aid 
through  them,  so  for  that  reason  I  am  authorized  to  write  you  to-day  and  appeal  to 
you  to  help  one  of  the  best  friends  that  your  association  has  had  for  the  past  four 
years  in  Congress. 

I  have  had  several  interviews  within  the  past  month  with  Mr.  George  \V.  Fair- 
childs,  of  the  twenty-sixth  New  York  district,  and  to-day  I  met  Mr.  Fairchilds  by  ap- 
pointment at  the  Marlborough-Blenheim  Hotel,  this  city.  Mr.  Fairchilds  informs  me 
tkat  he  has  been  promised  by  Mr.  Emery  aid  anytime  that  he  called  for  it  in  his 
district.  I  informed  Mr.  Fairchilds  some  time  ago  that  I  was  not  connected  with 
your  association  since  the  1st  of  last  January,  but  nevertheless  Mr.  Fairchilds  desires 
me  to  go  into  his  district  and  aid  him  in  this  campaign.  Mr.  Fairchilds  is  a  member 
of  your  association  and  one  of  its  most  active  members  in  Congress.  He  is  very  much 
afraid  that  he  will  lose  his  district  this  fall.  I  know  that  you  are  aware  that  I  have 
been  in  Mr.  Fairchilds's  district  on  two  previous  occasions,  and  if  you  folks  would 
help  him  I  would  volunteer  my  services  to  aid  him  also. 

Now,  another  reason  I  am  writing  this  letter  is  to  show  you  that  I  am  not  in  any  way 
opposing  your  organization;  that  I  have  always  been  its  friend  and  wish  to  continue 
to  aid  in  any  way  1  possibly  can,  for  I  always  believed  in  the  principles  that  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers  are  fighting  for,  and  will  continue  to  believe  in 
the  principles  of  the  open  shop  as  long  as  God  lets  me  live.  I  am  completely  burying 
myself  in  this,  matter,  and  the  best  proof  of  this  is  that  I  am  down  here  working  for 
Mr.  Gardner  to  hold  him  as  my  friend  and  a  friend  of  the  association. 

I  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  some  time  ago,  asking  for  an*  interview  with  him  to  talk  over 
those  matters,  feeling  that  it  was  impossible  for  me  to  ask  any  favors  from  you,  bub  I 
hope  you  will  understand  at  the  present  time  I  am  not  asking  anything  for  myself 
and'  that  I  am  simply  appealing  to  you  and  your  organization  to  save  some  of  the  best 
friends  you  have  ever  had  in  Congress. 

If  you  do  not  wish  to  answer  this  letter  by  mail,  I  will  be  glad  to  come  to  New 
York  to  meet  you  or  Mr.  Kirby;  or  if  you  do  not  wish  to  see  me,  I  will  send  a  uep- 
reeentative  of  Mr.  Gardner's  to  see  you;  but  I  feel  if  I  could  have  an  interview  with 
yourself  or  Mr.  Kirby  I  could  give  you  the  exact  situation  as  it  is  here.  What  this 
district  needs  at  the  present  time  more  than  anything  else  is  a  lot  of  workers  who  can 
get  into  the  labor  unions  and  into  the  farming  districts,  for  it  is  there  that)  Mr.  Gard- 
ner's enemies  are  making  the  strongest  fight  against  him.  The  primaries  wiir  be  held 
on  the  24th  of  this  month,  and  if  you  intend  to  aid  him  it  will  have  to  be  done  ineidfe 
of  the  next  two  weeks. 

Very  respectfully,  yours,  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Haddon  Hall,  Atlantic  City,  ST.  J. 

That  letter  is  dated  September  2,  1912.  When  was  it  that  you 
resigned  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  the  1st  of  January,  1912. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  any  reply  to  that  letter) 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  there  is  a  reply  connected  with  that,  right  h*re. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  got  the  reply  there,  Senator  Reed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  something  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  Now  would  be  a  good  time  to  read  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  going  to,  Senator,  just  as  soon  as  I  can  mark  it. 

I  now  hand  you  letter  marked  A4,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a  letter 
which  you  received  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  National  Council  for 

Industrial  Defense,  and  is  dated  September  6,  1912.    I  read  it  as 

follows : 

(A4.) 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 

September  6, 1912. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Hodden  Hall,  Atlantic  City,  N.  J. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  duly  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  September  2  and  have  read  same 
with  great  interest.  It  is  pleasing  to  me  to  learn  of  your  successes  in  your  chosen  field 
of  work,  also  to  know  of  your  continued  kindly  feeling  toward  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers. 

With  best  wishes,  I  remain,  yours,  very  truly, 

J.  Philip  Bird, 

Secretary'  Treasurer. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  did  not  employ  him,  then  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Not  by  that  letter? 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Mulhall.  you  have  also  handed  me  a  copy  of  a 
letter  of  September  2,  which  I  am  informed  by  the  clerk  of  the  com- 
mittee is  already  printed  in  the  record. 

I  will  now  read  the  paper  marked  A5,  with  simply  this  statement, 
that  it  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  found  among  the  letters  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  a  letter  included  in  the  papers  that  they 
produced,  or  is  it  one  that  Mr.  Mulhall  produced  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  one  that  they  produced. 

That  letter,  A5,  is  as  follows: 

(A5.) 

St.  Louis,  December  17, 1908. 

Gentlemen:  Mr.  Emery  wired  me  a  few  days  ago  asking  for  the  exact  number  of 
associations  affiliated  with  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

According  to  our  running  tabulation  we  had  155  at  the  beginning  of  this  season's 
campaign;  6  were  brought  in  since  then,  which  should  have  made  a  total  of  161. 
However,  a  careful  perusal  indicates  that  some  of  these  are  duplicates,  and  I  send 
you  herewith  new  pages  to  take  the  place  of  the  index  and  first  28  pages  in  the  Council 
Handbook.  You  will  find  that  the  total  number  of  organizations  represented  alter 
cleaning  out  all  hot  air  and  duplicates  is  147. 

Just  entre  nous,  I  have  told  so  many  hot-air  stories  about  the  council  and  about 
our  work  that  I  have  a  hard  time  to  get  down  to  rock-bottom  facts.  I  appreciate  my 
terrible  record  in  that  direction,  and  for  the  good  of  the  organization  ana  for  the  eooa 
of  all  concerned  I  will  be  very  glad  to  join  the  two  of  you  in  a  petition  to  Mr.  van 
Cleave  to  have  the  secretary  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  do  better 
In  future,  or  to  withhold  his  salary  for  awhile.    Maybe  this  will  bring  him  to  his 


Yours,  for  truth  always, 


Secretary. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird 
Mr.  James  A.  Emery, 

New  York  City. 

P.  8. — Compared  with  some  of  the  stories  that  I  am  telling  every  day  about  the 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis  the  above  inconsistency  is  very  trifling. 
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Senator  Nelson.  That  is  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 
Senator  Reed.  Unquestionably. 
Senator  Nelson.  It  sounds  like  him. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  the  address  in  the  corner  and  the 
following  postscript : 

Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

Mr.  James  A.  Emery, 

New  York  City. 

P.  S. — Compared  with  some  of  the  stories  that  I  am  telling  every  day  about  the 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis,  the  above  inconsistency  is  very  trifling. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  the  reason  I  thought  we  ought  to  have 
some  evidence  in  regard  to  the  membership  of  this  great  association 
and  not  simply  take  the  word  of  some  man. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  Munchausen  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  I  rise  to  remark  that  Schwedtman  is  not  our 
man;  neither  is  Mulhall. 

Senator  Cummins.  Whose  man  is  he  ? 

Senator  Reed.  He  is  unquestionably  the  man  of  the  Manufacturers' 
Association  and  those  other  associations,  and  if  he  has  not  been  telling 
the  truth  we  are  not  responsible. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  there  seems  to  be  some  emphasis  put  upon 
"our." 

Senator  Reed.  When  I  say  "our"  I  mean  the  committee.  I  am 
not  talking  about  myself.  I  heard  some  laughter  among  the  Manu- 
facturers' Association,  and  I  made  my  remark  to  them. 

The  Chairman.  Let  us  proceed. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  I  hand  you  A6,  which  is  a  letter  delivered  to 
me  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  I  will  ask  you 
if  that  letter,  dated  August  18,  1911,  is  an  original  letter  you  wrote 
to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  is  as  follows: 

(A6.) 

[Personal.] 

Rockland,  Me.,  August  18,  1911. 
Mr.  J.  J.  Philip  Bird, 

General  Manager  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City, 

My  Dear  Bird:  I  have  been  down  here  about  two  weeks,  up  to  the  present  time 
not  very  busy,  for  the  weather  has  been  so  delightful  and  cool  since  I  arrived  here 
that  I  have  taken  things  slow  so  that  I  might  recruit  up  my  health  a  bit.  I  have  met 
most  of  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  since  I  have  been  here,  and  I  feel  that  I 
have  accomplished  all  that  I  came  here  for.  I  know  the  work  that  I  have  been  doing 
will  give  general  satisfaction  to  the  members  of  the  Maine  delegation  from  this  State 
and  will  make  fast  friends  of  the  four  Members  from  this  State.  I  have  done  some 
organization  work  in  the  second  Maine  district,  especially  at  the  request  of  some  of 
the  members  of  the  Republican  national  congressional  committee,  and  have  met 
with  all  kinds  of  success  along  the  line  that  I  have  been  working.  Our  friends  in 
Washington  are  very  desirous  to  get  a  Republican  Member  back  from  the  second  Maine 
district;  and  at  a  meeting  held  to-day,  attended  by  ex-Gov.  Cobb  and  others,  I  am 


ball  will  win  the  nomination;  and  if  he  comes  to  Congress  next  year  we  will  have  as 
good  a  friend  in  him  as  we  had  in  Mr.  Littlefield  when  he  was  the  Member  from  this 
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district.  I  have  been  touring  several  of  the  counties  with  Mr.  Donahue,  the  commis- 
sioner of  sea  and  shore  fisheries,  doing  organization  work,  so  on  that  account  I  have 
not  been  writing  as  frequently  as  I  feel  I  should  have  done;  but  for  the  balance  of 
the  time  I  am  down  here  I  shall  keep  you  better  posted  upon  my  movements.  I  was 
told  by  our  friends  in  Washington  before  I  left  there  that  they  would  meet  any  cam- 

Saign  expenses  that  I  might  incur,  so  for  that  reason  I  have  not  been  calling  on  the 
[ew  York  office  for  financial  aid. 

I  will  close  this  letter  by  hoping  that  you  have  bad  a  pleasant  vacation  and  that  the 
folks  are  all  well;  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 

Faithfully,  yours,  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about  that.  The  cam- 
paign you  referred  to  there  was  the  campaign  in  which  the  liquor 
question — the  prohibition  question — was  involved,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  did  you  go  up  to  Maine  in  that  campaign  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  the  4th  of  August. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  long  did  you  stay  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Until  the  12th  of  September. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  took  a  stenographer  with  you  from  Balti- 
more up  there,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  her  name? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Miss  Springer. 

Senator  Nelson.  Ana  you  took  her  mother  with  you,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  she  had  a  little  girl  with  her  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  were  with  you  there  all  the  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  After  you  were  through  with  that  campaign  and 
came  home,  did  you  not  pay  off  a  mortgage  of  about  $900  on  your 
property  in  Baltimore — shortly  after  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  Instead  of  that  I  raised,  a 
mortgage,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  do  you  mean  by  raising  a  mortgage  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  raised  a  mortgage  on  No.  626  Oak  Avenue,  Balti- 
more, Md. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  much  real  estate  have  you  got  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  sell  it  out  to  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  the  total  interest  I  have  got  in  it,  for  $8,000. 

Senator  Reed.  I  raise  the  question  that  this  is  not  a  matter 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 

The  Chairman.  Wait 

Mr.  Mulhall  (continuing).  That  I  took  the  mother  and  child 

The  Chairman.  When  I  say  wait,  you  wait.  We  will  hear  from 
Senator  Reed  now. 

Senator  Reed.  I  raise  the  question  that  this  is  not  a  proper  matter 
of  inquiry,  whether  he  paid  on  a  mortgage  or  not.  I  do  not  think  thi* 
committee  is  interested  as  to  how  he  got  his  money.  If  we  want  to 
go  into  that  matter,  it  is  a  collateral  matter. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  goes  to  the  credibility  of  the  witness. 

Senator  Reed.  I  submit  that  there  is  no  court  on  earth  that  would 
admit  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  press  it. 

The  Chairman.  That  ends  it 
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Senator  Nelson.  Do  not  give  us  a  sermon  on  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  not  think  of  giving  you  a  sermon.  If  I 
was  going  to  preach  a  sermon  I  would  not  pick  you  out  as  a  victim. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  justification  to  these  ladies  will  you  allow  me  to 
say  a  word  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  object  to  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  no  suggestion  of  any  impropriety  in 
taking  a  stenographer,  with  her  mother  and  sister. 

The  Chairman.  It  looks  like  it  might  be  proper  to  take  her 
mother 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  seems  a  good  thing  I  done  it  at  that  time,  Sen- 
ator. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  say  no  more  about  it.  Proceed,  Senator 
Reed. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  A6A.  This  is  furnished  by  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers.  Do  you  remember  writing  a 
letter  of  that  kind  ?  Perhaps  that  is  an  original  and  signed  on  tne 
typewriter;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  it  is.  [After  examining  letter.]  It 
is  an  original.    It  is  my  letter,  all  right. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it. 
•    Mr.  McCarter.  May  I  have  the  date  of  it  ? 

Senator  Reed.  August  2,  1911.  It  is  marked  "Copy."  It  reads 
as  follows: 

(A6A.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  August  t,  1911. 
Mr.  George  S.  Boudinot, 

Secretary  N.  A.  of  M.,  SO  Church  St.,  New  York  City. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Boudinot:  You  will  find  enclosed  my  expense  account  for  the  last 
four  days. 

I  am  leaving  for  the  East  to-morrow,  for  Mr.  Emery  read  me  a  paragraph  from  a 
letter  which  he  had  received  from  Mr.  Bird  tfris,  morning,  directing  me  to  start  to  do 
field  work. 

I  shall  keep  the  New  York  thoroughly  informed  of  my  itinerary,  so  you  will  have 
my  address  at  all  times. 
Closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me,  as  ever, 
Faithfully,  yours, 

(Signed)  M.  M.  Mulkaxl. 

M. 
(Enclosure.) 

That  is  signed  M.  M.  Mulhall,  with  the  initial  "M. "  below. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  Miss  Mason  that  signed  that,  Senator. 

Senator  Rbbd.  I  hand  you  A7,  which  is  another  paper  furnished 
by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  signed  "George  S. 
Boudinot,  secretary."  No,  I  will  not  hand  it  to  vou.  I  will  simply 
state  it  was  furnished  by  them  and  evidently  did  not  come  through 
you.  I  will  read  it  as  a  paper  furnished  by  them.  This  is  dated 
August  12,  1911,  and  reads  as  follows: 

(A7.) 

August  IS,  1911. 
Mr.  James  A.  Emery, 

613  Union  Trust  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Emery:  I  telegraphed  you  yesterday  that  I  was  unable  to  locate  the 
colonel.  I  haven't  the  slightest  idea  where  he  is  unless  it  be  that  he  has  gone  down 
into  Maine,  and  this  is  only  a  surmise  on  my  part.  He  was  in  the  office  for  a  few  min- 
utes I  should  say  about  three  weeks  ago.    I  understood  then  that  he  was  going  down 
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into  the  ' ' dry  "  country.  Perhaps  he  did ;  I  don't  know.  I  called  up  Mr.  Bird  on  the 
phone  to  find  out  if  he  knew  where  the  colonel  was  but  no  use;  he  had  not  heard  from 
trim  either. 

I  will  probably  be  in  Washington  to-morrow  night  or  Sunday  and  will  call  and  see 
you  for  a  few  minutes.    I  understand  your  address  is  1832  Connecticut  Avenue. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

Geo.  S.  Boudinot,  Secretary. 
GSB-HF. 

This  sheet  is  very  thin  paper,  and  possibly  is  a  carbon  copy. 

Senator  Nelson.  By  whom  is  that  signed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  George  S.  Boudinot.  It  is  suggested  here  that  it  is 
a  letterpress  copy,  and  I  think  it  is. 

I  now  hand  you  A8,  it  being  a  letter  which  is  furnished  by  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers,  purporting  to  be  signed  by  jouf  and 
dated  September  12,  1911,  and  I  ask  you  if  that  is  a  letter  which  you 
wrote  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir;  it  is  my  signature. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads  as  follows: 

(A8.) 

Rockland,  Me.,  September  It,  1911. 
Mr.  J.  Philip  Bird, 

General  Manager  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

My  Dear  Bird:  I  wrote  you  a  letter  some  time  ago,  and  since  then  I  have  been 
extremely  busy  on  one  of  the  most  grueling  fights  that  I  participated  in  for  a  great 
number  of  years,  but  I  am  proud  to  write  that  I  nave  been  on  the  winning  side.  I  feel 
positive  that  I  have  made  many  friends  for  our  association  by  the  part  I  have  taken 
therein  and  which  will  be  shown  to  you  later  on,  for  I  have  been  assured  by  a  number 
of  the  prominent  brewers  and  several  Members  of  Congress  that  my  work  has  been  extremely 
valuable  and  successful.  Besides  this,  we  have  laid  the  foundations  for  a  splendid 
organization  in  the  second  Maine  district,  which  is  now  represented  by  Mr.  McGilli- 
cuddy,  the  man  who  ran  against  Congressman  Littlefield  in  1906  and  who  was  sup- 
ported by  Sam  Gompers  on  that  occasion.  McGillicuddy  is  a  very  close  personal 
mend  of  the  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  as  I  know  you  are  aware 
of,  and  he  will  be  one  of  the  most  dangerous  men  we  will  have  to  deal  with  at  the  next 
session  of  Congress.  I  feel  certain  that  the  man  who  will  receive  the  Republican  nom- 
ination in  the  second  Maine  district  will  easily  beat  Mr.  McGillicuddy,  and  it  appears 
now  that  Mr.  S.  Thayer  Kimball  will  be  the  nominee.  He  has  been  a  member  of  the 
State  legislature  here  for  two  sessions;  he  is  supported  by  ex-Go  v.  Cobb,  who  is  very 
likely  to  be  the  Senator  from  this  State  if  they  get  a  Republican  legislature,  which  it 
looks  now  as  though  they  certainly  will  do,  and  he  is  backed  by  the  leading  members 
of  the  Republican  organization  throughout  the  State  for  this  office.  Mr.  Kimball  is 
an  old  acquaintance  of  mine,  as  he  took  a  very  active  part  for  Mr.  Littlefield  in  the 
campaign  of  1906.  I  expect  to  leave  here  to-day  for  Boston,  where  I  will  stay  a  couple 
of  days,  and  go  on  to  New  York;  and  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  and 
explaining  to  you  more  fully  the  nature  of  my  work  since  I  saw  you  last. 

So  hoping  to  hear  that  you  have  had  a  very  pleasant  vacation  and  that  things  are 
moving  right  and  that  your  family  is  well,  believe  me,  as  ever, 
Faithfully,  yours, 

M.  M.  Mulhall. 

I  want  to  ask  a  question  or  two  about  this.  This  letter  is  dated 
September  12,  the  same  date  as  Mr.  Boudinot's  letter  in  which  he 
complains  he  does  not  know  where  you  are  and  has  not  heard  from 
you.  It  makes  the  statement  that  you  had  written  to  Mr.  Bird 
some  time  ago.  Had  you  written  to  Sir.  Bird  some  time  before  this, 
telling  him  where  you  were  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Bird  knew  where  I  was  going.  I 
wrote  to  him,  when  I  was  down  there,  that  preceding  letter,  and  then 
that  is  the  second  letter  that  followed. 
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Senator  Reed.  This  letter  states: 

I  feel  positive  that  I  have  made  many  friends  for  our  association  by  the  part  I  have 
taken  therein  and  which  will  be  shown  to  you  later  on,  for  I  have  been  assured  by  a 
number  of  the  prominent  brewers  and  several  Members  of  Congress  that  my  work  has 
been  extremely  valuable  and  successful. 

So  it  appears  that  you  notified  Mr.  Bird  of  this  association — at  least 
that  you  had  been  cooperating  down  there  with  the  brewers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  the  officers  of  the  association 
had  known  that  before  you  wrote  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  that  when  I  was  going  to  Maine  I  had  an  in- 
terview in  the  New  York  office  with  Mr.  Bira,  and  I  told  Mr.  Bird 
that  I  was  going  to  meet  at  an  interview  Mr.  John  Gardner,  the  presi- 
dent of  the  brewers'  association. 

Sen  tor  Nelson.  Are  you  endeavoring  to  show,  Senator,  that  they 
had  an  excuse  for  discharging  him  because  he  was  cooperating  witn 
the  brewers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  discharged. 

Senator  Reed.  I  asked  a  civil  and  pertinent  question. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  simply  asked  for  information. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  will  be  glad  to  inform  the  Senator  that  I  am 
asking  it  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  or  not  this  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  had  gone  into  a  combination  with  the 
brewers  in  Maine. 

Senator  Nelson.  Well,  go  ahead. 

Senator  Reed.  My  purpose  is  so  plain  that  it  hardly  requires 
explanation. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  to  Mr.  Bird  before  I  started  for  Maine  that 
I  was  going  to  have  a  meeting  with  John  Gardner,  the  president  of  the 
Brewers'  Association,  and  Mr.  John  McDermott,  their  general  field 
agent  and  manager  in  the  field.  I  did  have  that  interview  and 
reported  later  to  Sir.  Bird  the  whole  transaction,  and  was  later  given 
his  permission  to  go  to  Maine  on  that  errand,  and  the  correspondence 
will  show  it. 

Senator  Reed.  A9  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird 
to  yourself.  This  was  furnished  by  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers and  is  dated  December  27,  1911.  It  looks  like  a  letterpress 
copy.  You  may  look  at  it  and  see  if  you  remember  receiving  that 
letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  I  received  that 
letter. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  reads  as  follows : 

(A9.) 

September  27,  1911 — 3  p.  m. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

3933  Old  York  Road,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  in  possession  of  information  concerning  an  activity  engaged  in  by 
you  during  your  recent  visit  in  Maine.  This  information  is  confirmed,  by  your  letters 
of  August  18  and  September  12,  wherein  you  mention  the  name  of  one  S.  T.  Kimball. 

I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  by  what  authority  you  feel  it  is  your  duty  to  enter  into 
any  congressional  district  and  represent  yourself  as  being  the  spokesman  for  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  the  selection  of  any  candidate  for  Congress 
to  represent  that  district.  I  would  not  assume  that  responsibility,  and  I  feel  confident 
the  president  of  our  association  would  not  without  ne  had  taken  counsel  with  his 
board  of  directors  or  executive  committee. 
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This  association  repudiates  any  statements  you  have  made  to  any  man  in  that 
district  pertaining  to  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Kimball  in  so  far  as  its  authorization  may 
have  been  suggested  by  any  official  act  of  this  association.  It  is  distasteful  to  me,  it  is 
annoying  to  Mr.  Kirby,  to  feel  that  a  man  intrusted  with  certain  work  of  the  associa- 
tion should  feel  it  within  the  province  of  his  judgment  to  exceed  his  authority  and 
misrepresent  the  association,  as  has  been  done  in  this  case. 

I  further  consider  it  my  duty  to  present  the  facts  of  this  matter  to  the  executive  com- 
mittee of  the  association  for  its  consideration  and  action,  and  this  will  be  done  by  me 
at  the  executive  committee  meeting  to  be  held  on  October  23.  I  will  then  fiorwaod 
to  you  the  conclusions  of  the  executive  committee. 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bisd, 

General  Manager. 

Was  this  tlie  first  time  that  you  went  out  to  work  for  Congressmen 
and  get  them  nominated? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  nor  the  fifty-first  time,  I  don't  believe. 

Senator  Reed.  And  was  it  the  first  time  that  this  association  had 
ever  t&ken  the  position,  to  your  knowledge,  that  it  was  not  going  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  congressional  elections  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  the  first  time  to  my  knowledge  of  a  trans- 
action of  that  kind  that  I  was  called  down  for  going  into  the  firfd 
and  doing  political  work. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  would  like  to  inquire  what  the  practice  had  been 
theretofore?  Did  you  use  your  own  judgment  as  to  the  particular 
districts  into  which  you  should  go  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  always  consulted  with  my  superiors  in  that 
organization. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  you  would  recommend  to  them  that  some 
work  be  done  in  a  certain  district  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  tell  them  who  the  work  would  be  for. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  course  did  you  pursue  in  this  particular 
instance  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  exceed  my  authority 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  not  the  question.  The  question  is,  what 
course  did  you  pursue  ?     What  did  you  do  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  several  interviews  with  Mr.  Kimball,  attejp4ed 
meetings  where  Gov.  Cobb  and  others 

Senator  Walsh.  No;  I  am  speaking  about  what  you  did  before 
you  went  there,  in  order  to  apprize  the  officers  of  the  association  of 
your  desire  to  go  there,  or  to  make  to  them  the  suggestion  tJ^at  you 
wanted  to  go  there. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  usual  report.  I  told  them  I  was  going  to  Maine, 
and  what  for,  and  gave  them  information  I  had  about  my  mission. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  know.  In  other 
instances  you  conferred  with  them  beforehand  as  to  the  advisability 
of  your  going? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  got  from  them  a  direct  authorization,  as  I 
understand  you,  to  go? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  at  all  times. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  likewise  in  this  instance  get  that  au- 
thorization ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  WTiat  did  you  do  before  you  went  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  stated,  I  was  called  by  Mr.  Bird  to  New  York 
and  told  to  go  into  the  field  and  do  general  field  work  as  I  had  been 
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doing,  and  I  stated  to  Mr.  Bird,  whom  I  met,  where  I  was  going  and 
what  my  mission  was. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  a  number  of  letters — at  least  it  is  my 
recollection  that  there  are  a  number  of  letters — that  Mr.  Mulhall 
wrote,  that  have  been  read,  about  going  into  the  Maine  district. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  want  to  ask  a  question.  Did  you  reply  to  the 
letter  from  Mr.  Bird  that  has  just  been  read  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  did,  Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  would  like  to  have  the  reply  read. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  there  are  several  letters  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  some  reply. 

Senator  Reed.  If  it  is  in  here,  it  will  be  read. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  it  would  be  important  to  know  just  now 
how  he  replied  to  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  will  probably  strike  it  in  running  through 
these  files.  I  will  look,  though,  and  see  if  there  is  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Mulhall. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  him  one  question,  Senator  Reed, 
while  you  are  looking  through  the  file. 

Did  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  instruct  you,  Mr. 
Mulhall,  to  go  and  help  Mr.  McClave  in  his  district  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  instructed  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird  especially  took  charge  of  that  dis- 
trict and  that  campaign.  I  was  working  under  his  orders  and  reported 
to  him  most  every  day  to  the  New  York  office;  and  I  was  boarding 
at  the  Imperial  Hotel,  in  New  York,  or  came  there  at  nights,  as  a 
rule,  when  I  could  get  out  of  that  district. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  dated  September  11,  is  it? 

Senator  Nelson.  There  was  a  letter  yesterday,  I  think,  that  was 
in  response  to  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  Am  I  right  in  saying  that  letter  is  dated  Sep- 
tember 11? 

Senator  Reed.  September  27,  1911,  is  the  date  of  the  letter  from 
Bird,  which  has  just  been  read. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  only  letter  I  know  anything  about  that  we 
have  put  in,  that  has  reference  to  this  subject,  is  dated  October  25, 
1911,  and  is  No.  4310. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  would  like  to  find  letter  No.  4310  of  October 
25,  1911. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  I  have  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  was  read,  and  I  want  to  ask  a  question  or 
two  about  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  what  purports  to  be  a  copy  of  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  Then  I  will  ask  you,  Mr.  Mulhall,  to  look  at  it 
and  see  whether  that  is  the  letter  written  to  Mr.  Bird  in  answer  to 
the  letter  which  has  just  been  read  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  give  me  time  to  read  over  the  letter, 
Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  Yes,  certainly. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  the  letter).  No,  sir;  this  is  not.  I 
need  not  go  all  through  the  letter.  This  is  not.  It  was  a  previous 
letter,  Senator. 
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Senator  Cummins.  Where  is  that  previous  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  will  find  it  here,  I  guess.  If  you  do  not,  I  will 
find  it  for  you. 

Senator  Cummins.  Very  well,  I  should  like  to  find  it — the  first  let- 
ter that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  after  receiving  the  one  that  has  just 
been  reaa. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  you  will  find  other  letters  between  them  be- 
sides that.  The  correspondence  was  quite  rapid  about  that  time,  if 
I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Cummins.  This  was  the  beginning  of  the  difficulty  out  of 
which  grew  your  resignation  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  the  first  letter  I  find  in  the  printed  volume 
here  referring  to  that  subject  is  dated  October  25,  1911.  If  there  is 
one  before  that,  I  would  like  to  see  it  and  have  it  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  does  not  seem  to  have  been  produced.  Senator, 
because  the  only  one  in  the  file  offered  is  the  letter  of  October  25. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  will  suggest  to  the  committee  that  I  think  the 
Senator  will  find  in  the  file  a  letter  marked  L8,  L9,  dated  Septem- 
ber 28,  1911,  which  will  clear  up  the  matter  about  which  Senator 
Cummins  is  talking. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  one  letter  of  September  28,  191 1,  which  I  am 
about  to  read.     It  is  addressed  to  Kirby  —a  letter  from  Bird  to  Kirby. 

Senator  Cummins.  Yes;  but  I  want  to  know  what  reply  Col.  Mul- 
hall made  to  this  letter  of  Bird  which  complains  of  his  work  in  Maine. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  anything  about  that? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes.  The  letter  to  which  I  have  referred,  that  we 
desire  to  have  read,  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  Mr.  Kirby,  detailing 
an  interview  between  Bird  and  Mulhall  after  the  writing  of  the  letter 
concerning  which  Senator  Cummins  is  inquiring. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes;  but  that  is  merely  Mr.  Bird's  statement  of 
what  transpired. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Mulhall  has  stated  that  he  wrote  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Bird  in  response  to  the  one  that  has  been  read,  and  if  there  is 
such  a  letter  I  should  like  to  have  that,  rather  than  any  account  of 
an  interview, 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  this,  Senator,  that  between  those  dates  there 
must  have  been  letters,  because  the  correspondence  was  almost  daily, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  in  the  letters  that  have  been  furnished  to 
the  committee  there  is  no  letter  of  yours  after  September  27,  1911,  the 
date  of  Bird's  complaining  letter  to  you,  until  the  letter  to  Mr.  Bird 
of  October  25,  No.  4310,  which  was  read,  and  which  relates  what 
occurred  at  the  executive  meeting. 

It  would  have  been  natural,  after  Mr.  Bird  complained  of  you  in  the 
letter  which  has  been  read,  for  you  to  write  to  him  asserting  what  you 
now  say,  if  it  was  true,  namely  that  you  had  been  authorized  to  go 
to  Maine;  and  if  there  is  such  a  letter  I  should  like  to  see  it  and  hear 
it  read.    I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  there  is  one. 

Senator  Reed.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I  know  of  no  intervening 
letter.  I  have  found  no  intervening  letter.  It  may  be  in  the  files  of 
this  association.     They  have  turned  over  a  lot  of  correspondence! 
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and  I  have  not  examined  that  correspondence.  The  gentlemen  here 
shake  their  heads,  to  indicate  that  they  have  not  found  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Our  information  is  that  there  is  no  such  letter, 
until  the  letter  ot  resignation. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  win  say  to  the  committee  that  when  I  was  brought 
before  the  executive  committee  there  was  letters  withheld  showing 
plainly  my  instructions  to  go  into  Maine,  which  I  have  got  copies 
of,  Senator,  and  I  believe  I  have  sent  them  out  to  this  entire  executive 
board  of  this  association.  So,  when  that  gentleman  makes  that 
statement,  he  is  not  posted,  or  is  not  telling  the  truth,  either  one  or 
the  other. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Mulhall,  we  do  not  want  anything  of 
that  kind. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  have  said  that  in  response  to  the  letter 
of  Mr.  Bird  complaining  of  you,  you  did  write  to  Mr.  Bird  in  reply. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  I  did,  Senator,  because  I  am  sure  I  did. 
There  was  several  letters  of  that  nature. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  you  have  such  a  letter,  I  want  you  to  pro- 
duce it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  this,  Senator,  when  these  letters  was 
"  produced  that  I  gave  to  the  World  I  did  not  have  a  chance  to  look 
over  the  files  that  was  in  my  home.  Certain  people  were  so  anxious 
to  get  this  story  that  they  did  not  even  give  me  a  chance  to  look  over 
the  files,  so  that  accounts  for  the  private  correspondence  and  a  lot 
of  local  matters  getting  into  this  file  that  I  never  intended;  but  there 
is  15  files  in  my  home  that  I  have  not  had  the  opportunity  to  look 
over.     When  I  am  given  the  opportunity  I  can  get  them. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  sure  the  committee  will  give  you  that 
opportunity.  All  I  ask  is  that  if  you  have  a  copy  of  any  such  letter, 
you  will  produce  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  certainly  will  be  glad  to  do  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  makes  it  significant  in  my  mind  is  this: 
That  in  your  expense  account  that  you  afterwards  rendered  to  this 
association  there  occurs  this  note: 

Aug.  5.  In  Rockland,  Me.,  and  from  the  5th  of  August  until  the  12th  of  September, 
I  was  engaged  during — 

That  evidently  should  be  " doing' ' — 

organization  work  in  Maine,  at  the  suggestion  of  Congressman  McDermott  and  other 
leaders  of  the  Republican  organization,  who  furnished  my  expenses  from  August  4th 
to  September  12th. 

So  that  it  appears  that  the  association  did  not  pay  your  expenses 
for  that  work,  but  they  came  from  some  other  source. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  association  did  not  tell  me  not  to  charge  up  my 
expenses,  but  when  the  other  organization,  the  brewers'  association, 
volunteered  to  meet  my  expenses,  I  did  not  charge  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  any  expenses  while  I  was  there. 

Senator  Cummins.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  willing  that  the 
examination  of  Col.  Mulhall  should  stop  at  this  time  and  he  be  given 
an  opportunity  to  look  over  the  correspondence  and  find  the,  letter 
which  he  says  he  wrote. 

Senator  Keed.  A10  is  a  letter  dated  September  28, 1911,  addressed 
to  Mr.  Kirby,  signed  J.  P.  Bird,  and  is  produced  here  by  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 
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It  reads  as  follows : 

(A10.) 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers  of  the 

United  States  of  America, 
New  York,  September  tS,  1911. 
Mr.  J.  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  On  Wednesday  afternoon,  Septmber  27th,  Colonel  Mulhall 
called  at  this  office  in  obedience  to  my  request  sent  to  Baltimore.  I  endeavored  to 
take  up  the  matter  with  him  in  a  most  kindly  manner* — his  lack  of  correspondence, 
what  his  activities  had  been  since  his  last  appearance  at  the  office,  and  why  he  felt  it 
necessary  not  to  advise  the  office  of  his  whereabouts  or  of  any  activity  that  he  had 
been  engaged  upon,  that  I  felt  two  letters  in  eight  weeks  was  hardly  treating  the  office 
fair  in  so  long  as  he  remained  an  employee  of  the  association. 

He  started  off  with  his  usual  habit  of  denying  everything — stated  he  had  not 
advocated  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  S.  T.  Kimball — then  retracted  this  and  said  that  he 
had  done  so  at  the  request  of  ex  Governor  Cobb,  of  Maine,  and  further  proceeded  to 
attach  the  names  of  Vice  President  Sherman,  Chairman  McKinley,  Congressman 
Driscoll,  and  Senator  Frye,  and  many  others.  When  he  mentioned  the  name  of  Senator 
Frye,  I  asked  him  most  pleasantly  if  Senator  Frye  had  requested  this  activity  before 
or  after  his  (Senator  Frye's)  death.  The  result  of  this  question  was  an  explosion  on 
the  .olonel's  part.  He  then  proceeded  to  inform  me  in  the  most  emphatic  and  pro- 
lane  language  that  it  has  been  my  privilege  to  listen  to  for  some  time,  where  I  got  off 
at.  what  he  proposed  to  do.  and  what  he  didn't  propose  to  do,  and  that  he  had  stood 
all  the  nonsense  that  he  intended  to  stand  from  me. 

I  let  the  first  stream  wear  off,  then  I  requested  him  to  sit  down  and  calm  himself 
as  I  desired  further  information  as  to  what  he  had  really  been  doing  while  he  was 
away  and  if  he  had  been  in  Maine  in  the  interests  of  the  United  Brewers'  Association 
and  tried  to  influence  that  election  in  favor  of  license.    This  he  admitted  he  had  done. 

I  want  to  say  that  it  is  shown  by  his  letter  which  he  wrote  before 
this  date  that  he  had  reported  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  day  before. 

Senator  Reed.  The  day  before,  but  that  certainly  was  not  keeping 
it  a  secret.  It  was  not  forced  out  in  this  interview,  when  he  had 
voluntarily  written  it.     The  letter  continues: 

I  then  said  I  felt  confident  the  president  of  our  association  and  the  board  of  directors 
would  not  be  able  to  appreciate  an  employee  of  the  association  interesting  himself  in 
any  such  campaign. 

I  remark  that  that  is  a  strange  statement,  in  view  of  the  con- 
ferences with  brewers  that  have  been  repeatedly  reported  in  these 
letters,  in  other  campaigns.     The  letter  continues: 

He  immediately  reverted  back  to  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Kimball  and  proceeded  to 
hand  me  his  usual  line  of  organization  talk  which  I  listened  to  very  patiently  and 
which  consisted  of  a  mass  of  absolute  falsehoods.  I  then  said  to  him  "it  ij  unnecessary, 
Colonel,  for  you  to  misrepresent  or  misstate  anything  you  have  done  in  Maine.  I  am 
perfectly  familiar  with  every  activity  that  you  have  conducted  during  your  absence 
from  the  office  and  have  been  for  some  time."  He  then  accused  me  of  putting  detec- 
tives on  his  trail.  I  told  him  this  was  unnecessary  as  his  own  letters  confirmed  abso- 
lutely the  information  I  was  in  possession  of.  I  endeavored  to  read  his  letters  to  him- 
and  then  the  second  explosion  occurred.  His  language  was  so  unfit  to  listen  to  that  I 
was  compelled  to  order  him  from  my  office. 

I  then  sent  him  by  registered  mail  last  night  dated  September  27th,  3  p.  m.,  the 
letter  we  had  agreed  upon. 

All  my  expressions  of  sympathy  made  to  you  when  in  Dayton  in  connection  with  the 
duty  imposed  upon  me  1  hereby  retract.  I  have  listened  to  oaths  from  seafaring  rrttn, 
which  in  my  judgment  have  always  been  the  acme  of  profanity.  All  these  were 
discounted  by  the  colonel  yesterday. 

As  the  matter  now  stands  it  will  be  presented  to  the  executive  committee  for  action. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

J.  P.  Bird,  General  Manager. 

J.  P.  B./E.  A.  W. 
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I  can  not  refrain  from  commenting  on  the  fact  that  this  gentle- 
man complains  in  one  letter  that  he  cud  not  know  where  the  colonel 
was,  and  m  this  letter  states  that  he  knew  where  he  was  all  the  time, 
and  kept  track  of  all  his  movements;  and  in  this  letter  he  also  stated 
that  he  knew  from  the  colonel's  own  letters  where  he  was. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  depend  on  some  of  the  gentlemen  that  was 
at  that  executive  committee  meeting  to  say  if  there  was  any  such 
charge.  I  was  not  allowed  before  the  executive  committee,  but  I 
think  I  have  got  one  gentleman  that  was  there  that  will  tell  the  truth — 
Mr.  D.  M.  Parry— to  say  if  there  was  anv  such  complaint  brought 
before  the  executive  committee;  and  I  will  swear,  as  God  Almighty 
shall  be  my  judge  at  the  present  time,  that  is  a  lie  from  start  to  finish. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  must  not  use  any  such  language. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  help  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  occasion  for  any 
such  talk. 

Senator  Reed.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  must  not  refer  in  that  manner,  and  you  must 
stop  such  language  as  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  apologize,  Senator,  if  I  have  lost — I  am  only 
saying  that  this  is  the  first  I  have  ever  heard  of  any  such  letter  being 
sent  to  Mr.  Kirby  or  anybody  else.  I  will  say  I  know  that  it  is 
wrong.    I  will  put  it  mild. 

Senator  Reed.  Al  1  is  what  appears  to  be  a  carbon  copy  of  a  letter 

dated  October  2, 1911,  which  is  furnished  by  the  National  Association 

of  Manufacturers.     It  reads  as  follows: 

October  2, 1911. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  I  have  your  letter  of  the  28th  ult.,  with  regard  to  your  inter- 
view with  Col.  Mulhall,  and  as  it  is  a  matter  to  be  taken  up  by  the  executive  com- 
mittee there  is  no  necessity  for  my  commenting  at  length  upon  it. 

Suffice  it  to  say  that  I  can  appreciate  what  took  place  and  have  impressed  upon 
my  mind  a  moving  picture  of  the  same. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

President 
J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

A12  is  another  copy  furnished  by  the  National  Association  of 

Manufacturers  from  tneir  files,  and  appears  to  be  a  letter  press  copy. 

It  reads  as  follows : 

„  October  19,  1911. 

Mr.  James  A.  Emery, 

Los  Angeles,  Cal. 

You  will  remember  our  discussion  in  Dayton  in  reference  to  Colonel  Mulhall.  The 
colonel  returned  from  his  " vacation"  about  the  20th  of  September,  appearing  in  the 
office  unexpectedly  some  time  after  I  had  requested  his  presence  by  letter.    All  his 

Erevious  displays  of  temper  were  eclipsed,  and  it  became  necessary  for  me  to  order 
im  from  the  office.  I  felt  convinced  ne  would  regret  his  statements  and  actions,  and 
I,  therefore,  sent  him  a  letter  the  same  day  he  called  at  the  office  in  line  with  the  one 
suggested  while  in  Dayton.  Three  days  later  he  made  a  request  for  a  conference, 
which  I  readily  granted.  My  opinion  is  he  had  found  the  National  Brewers1  Associa- 
tion were  not  as  anxious  to  employ  him  as  he  thought  they  were,  and  the  remorse  and 
Tet  on  his  part  were  amusing, 
told  him  I  had  no  further  orders  for  him  until  the  matter  had  been  acted  upon  by 
the  executive  committee.  He  has  repeatedly  and  persistently  endeavored  by  letter 
writing  to  get  me  to  agree  on  some  activity  ho  has  suggested  in  Massachusetts,  Mary- 
land, or  Washington,  and  my  only  replies  have  been,  "Your  letters  received  and 
carefully  noted. 
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I  would  like  to  inquire  where  those  letters  are  ?  They  are  not  here 
produced.     At  least,  I  do  not  find  them  here. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  produce  the  letters,  Mr.  McCarter? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Every  letter  we  have  has  been  turned  over  to  the 
committee,  without  exception. 

Senator  Reed.  Probably  some  are  lost. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  may  be;  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  The  statement  in  the  letter  is: 

He  has  repeatedly  and  persistently  endeavored  by  letter  writing  to  get  me  to  agree 
on  some  activity  he  has  suggested  in  Massachusetts,  Maryland,  or  Washington,  and  my 
only  replies  have  been,  "Your  letters  received  and  carefully  noted." 

That  is  the  quotation.  I  will  say  for  the  sake  of  making  the  record 
clear  that  another  bundle  of  letters  is  now  handed  me,  and  they  may 
be  in  it.     I  will  continue  the  reading  of  this  letter: 

He  was  in  the  office  again  a  week  later  and,  in  fact,  has  been  in  several  times  since, 
each  time  pleading  for  me  to  be  lenient  and  use  my  effort  to  have  the  executive  com- 
mittee not  request  his  resignation.  1  have,  however,  advised  him  that  it  is  beyond 
my  control.  He  brought  the  matter  on  himself,  therefore  he  must  stand  by  the 
decision  of  the  executive  committee.  Whatever  it  may  be  I  shall  be  satisfied  with  its 
decision  and  he  must  be,  and  so  the  matter  rests. 

There  is  a  board  meeting  called  for  October  24,  and  I  anticipate  it  will  largely  be 
given  up  to  a  discussion  to  outline  a  policy  for  the  association  in  regard  to  the  Sher- 
man law.  There  is  a  well-organized,  systematic  campaign  conducted  from  the  Em- 
pire Building,  71  Broadway,  neaded  by  Mr.  Perkins,  to  change  public  opinion  and 
to  repeal  this  law.  I  have  no  personal  opinions  on  this  matter  that  are  worth  ex- 
pressing. It  has  been  mv  endeavor  to  supply  Mr.  Kirby  with  material  on  both  sides, 
that  he  may  be  advised  fully  as  to  what  a  repeal  of  the  Sherman  law  would  mean  to 
our  work.  It  is  amazing  the  lack  of  knowledge  the  average  manufacturer  has  and 
how  eagerly  he  grasps  the  view  presented  by  Mr.  Perkins.  There  seems  to  be  not 
the  slightest  desire  on  the  part  of  the  manufacturers  to  analyze  the  situation,  in  order 
to  ascertain  how  the  Sherman  law,  as  it  now  stands  and  been  interpreted  by  the  Su- 
preme Court,  works  hardship  on  them.  I  have  been  very  busy  upon  this  matter, 
and  have  devoted  a  great  deal  of  time  to  it,  not  to  the  legal  side,  but  in  accumulating 
facts  that  would  enable  Mr.  Kirby  to  understand  it.  I  well  know  how  you  feel  in 
reference  to  it,  and  I  hope  when  we  meet  to  have  an  opportunity  of  presenting  my 
views,  that  I  may  profit  by  your  legal  experience  and  knowledge,  if,  however,  the 
board  of  directors  should  vote  the  policy  of  the  association  should  be  to  encourage 
the  propaganda  carried  on  by  Mr.  Perkins,  it  would  become  my  duty  to  carry  out 
the  order  of  the  board  of  directors  to  the  best  of  my  ability.  It  looks  to  me  as  though 
the  association  has  had  the  one  opportunity  of  its  life  to  have  its  board  of  directors 
pass  a  strong  and  ringing  resolution  declaring  for  the  equal  enforcement  of  the  law, 
for  it  is  the  first  time  manufacturers  have  felt  the  burden  of  this  law,  while  the  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor  has  felt  it  for  some  time.  It  will,  indeed,  be  poor  judgment 
if  the  association  advocates  the  exemption  of  manufacturers  to  permit  trade  com- 
binations and  still  declare  organized  lafcor  should  come  within  its  scope. 

Accident  prevention  and  relief  has  been  the  subject  of  a  great  deal  of  effort.  We 
sent  out  nearly  20,000  letters  and  prospectuses  with  very  poor  results.  We  have  also 
sent  150  copies  of  the  books  to  a  selected  list  of  manufacturers  with  five  days',  privilege 
of  examination,  then  either  to  send  their  check  for  the  book  or  return  it  to  us  at  our 
expense.  We  have  not  had  any  returns  from  this  last  effort.  Mr.  Selleck  has  been 
given  authority  to  establish  agencies.  He  has  progressed  as  far  as  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
appointing  an  agent  in  Syracrse  and  one  in  Buffalo,  and  the  returns  from  these  men 
this  week  have  been  most  rapid.  I  feel  confident  this  is  the  only  S'lccessful  method 
we  have  of  disposing  of  the  book  and  spreading  our  gospel.  It  gives  an  opportunity 
mail  work  does  not  afford — that  of  the  canvasser  bringing  to  his  prospective  buyer, 
and  possibly  member,  an  activity  of  the  association,  its  deep  interest  in  the  matter, 
the  amount  of  money  expended  in  their  interest,  and  convince  them  that  the  associa- 
tion has  an  activitv  of  commercial  value  to  them. 

I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Kirby  since  we  met  in  Dayton  and  have  had  but  very  few  letters 
from  him.     I  understand  he  is  engaging  in  some  project,  consuming  four  to  five  days' 
application.     His  successes  in  it  I  am  not  advised,  other  than  both  he  and  Mr.  Parry 
have  volunteered  their  services  to  dispose  of  "Accident  Prevention  and  Relief, 
which  is  an  evidence  to  my  mind  that  they  are  developing  into  successful  canvassers. 
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Mr.  Nevin  has  filed  his  demurrer  in  the  Lynch  matter  and  J  am  sending  you  a  copy 
of  it.  From  a  layman's  point  of  view  Mr.  Nevin  has  surpassed  himself.  There  la 
every  possibility  of  orr  receiving  a  quick  decision.  It  is  needless  for  me  to  say  we 
hope  it  favors  Mr.  Nevin's  contentions. 
The  other  members  of  the  staff  are  busy  and  wish  to  be  remembered  to  you. 
I  will  close  sending  my  best  wishes,  and  if  there  is  any  matter  in  which  I  can  serve 
you  in  any  way,  I  am  yours  to  command. 

Very  sincerely,  yougs,  J., 

General  Manager. 

It  looks  as  though  it  was  signed,  but  the  letterpress  copy  is  blurred. 
I  can  see  the  "J"  at  the  beginning.     Then  there  is  a  postscript: 

P.  S. — I  inclose  statement  of  account  as  requested.    J.  P.  B./L.  K. 

Senator  Nelson.  By  whom  was  that  letter  written  ? 
■    Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  The  only  initial  decipherable  is  "J,"  but  it  is 
signed  "General  Manager,"  and  Mr.  Bird  was  the  general  manager  at 
that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  there  is  no  dispute  on  that  point. 

Mr.  McCabter.  No  ;  it  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Cummins.  May  I  make  a  suggestion  at  this  point,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, simply  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what  is  the  best  procedure? 
I  take  it  that  these  letters  written  by  one  officer  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  to  another  officer  are  competent  here  as 
admissions.  That  is  very  clear,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  we  might 
get  through  with  Col.  Mulhall  and  take  up  the  admissions  of  the  asso- 
ciation as  they  are  recorded  in  these  letters  independently.  I  can  not 
see  what  they  have  to  do  with  Col.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  Senator  Cummins,  this  file,  which  I  have  not  exam- 
ined, is  marked: 

Resignation  (Oct.  25,  1911)  and  correspondence  relating  thereto,  August  18,  1911, 
to  December  30,  1911. 

Each  of  these  letters  refers  in  some  way  to  his  resignation. 

Senator  Cummins.  Precisely;  but  it  would  not  be  claimed,  I  sup- 
pose, that  the  communications  made  by  one  officer  to  another,  which 
are  admission  of  what  they  are  doing  and  saying  between  themselves, 
could  be  the  subject  of  examination  of  Col.  Mulhall.  He  knew 
nothing  about  those  things,  and  they  stand  independently. 

Senator  Reed.  Suppose  that  in  these  letters  they  make  statements 
concerning,  suppose  they  give  the  history  of,  Mr.  Mulhall's  resignation, 
from  their  standpoint,  or  suppose  it  transpires  that  questions  ought 
to  be  asked  Col.  Mulhall  in  regard  to  those  statements  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  Is  it  thought  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  that 
if  they  stated  a  falsehood  as  between  each  other  in  communications 
made  to  each  other,  an  examination  of  Col.  Mulhall  would  enable 
him  to  say  whether  they  had  stated  the  truth  between  themselves  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know.  I  thought  from  the  Senator's  posi- 
tion a  little  while  ago,  when  he  traced  with  such  detail  the  question  of 
whether  Mr.  Mulhall  had  written  a  letter  at  a  certain  date  in  regard 
to  his  activities  in  Maine,  and  the  claim  that  it  was  only  pertinent 
because  it  related  to  his  resignation,  that  possibly  those  matters 
were  pertinent  now.     But  I  do  not  care. 

Senator  Cummins.  Col.  Mulhall  now  says,  and  that  is  the  testimony 
up  to  this  point,  that  he  was  authorized  to  do  what  he  did.  It  rests 
there;  but  I  would  not  think  that  we  could  go  into  an  examination 
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of  this  witness  with  regard  to  the  truth  of  what  they  state  as  between 
each  other,  except  as  admissions  upon  their  part  of  what  they  were 
doing.     We  would  have  to  take  some  other  line  for  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Senator,  these  letters  are  here.  I  havenot  read  them. 
I  do  not  know  of  any  way  of  getting  them  in  except  by  reading  them. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  the  letters  are  admissible,  and  they 
ought  to  go  in,  because  they  plainly  show  whfift  the  association  was 
doing.  My  only  question  was  whether,  if  it  was  believed  or  anyone 
thought  that  they  stated  what  was  not  true  in  writing  to  each  other, 
we  could  now  properly  go  into  an  examination  of  those  letters  through 
Col.  Mulhall.  I  doubt  that.  I  think  we  ought  to  finish  with  the 
Colonel.     He  has  been  on  the  stand  a  long  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  letters 
from  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr.  Bird  to  me  after  this  resignation  was  tendered. 

Senator  Cummins.  Those  are  in,  and  are  properly  admissible. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  I  would  like  to  ask  if  they  conform  with 
the  statement  made  here  in  these  letters? 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  not  the  question  that  is  raised  here. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  matter  for  consideration  later  on. 

The  Chairman.  This  is  only  a  question  of  procedure. 

Senator  Reed.  These  letters  relate  to  Col.  MulhalFs  resignation. 
It  is  their  side;  but  some  letters  appear  later  on  from  Col.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Cummins.  They  are  undoubtedly  proper. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suppose  the  proper  thmg  to  do  is  to  read  all  of 
them,  and  get  through  with  them  as  quickly  as  we  can. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  mean  to  say  it  is  proposed  that  all  of 
the  letters  furnished  by  the  association  shall  be  read  in  connection 
with  the  testimony  of  Col.  Mulhall  ?  I  supposed  that  we  were  going 
to  call  the  officers  of  the  association  and  mate  some  of  them  take  the 
witness  stand  and  see  what  they  have  to  say  for  themselves. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  entirely  willing  to  stop  right 
now,  and  not  introduce  a  letter.  It  is  not  my  examination.  I  am 
simply  a  member  of  the  committee.  I  do  not  care  how  weproceed, 
or  whether  we  proceed  another  inch  with  this  witness.  Tnese  let- 
ters are  furnished  by  the  association  and  bear  the  title  which  I  stated, 
indicating  that  they  relate  to  the  resignation.  We  have  gone  into 
that  question,  and  have  offered  part  of  the  correspondence.  Here  are 
a  lot  of  letters  with  relation  to  it,  and  some  of  them  from  Mr.  Mulhall, 
which  we  did  not  have. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  observe  that  every  suggestion 
I  make  is  misinterpreted,  and  I  therefore  withdraw  this  one. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  trying  to  misinterpret  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  can  save  time  in  this  way.  Col.  Mul- 
hall is  going  to  be  on  the  stand  for  a  while.  He  would  have  to  be  re- 
called on  some  of  these  letters,  and  these  letters  I  suppose  were 
furnished  to  us  for  the  purpose  of  cross-examination.  They  were 
furnished  to  us,  at  least,  ana  the  association  had  them  here  for  the 
purpose  of  cross-examination. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  correct. 

The  Chairman.  We  might  proceed  in  this  way 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  what  I  said  to  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  that  offended  him.     I  did  not  mean  to  offend  him. 

Senator  Cummins.  Oh,  I  am  not  offended;  but  I  have  made  a  sug- 
gestion, and  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  who  is  conducting  the  exami- 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3467 

nation,  feels  that  it  is  not  well  founded.  I  thought  it  was  well 
founded.  I  do  not  intend  to  interrupt  the  course  tnat  he  has  laid 
out  for  himself. 

Senator  Reed.  It  would  be  pretty  hard,  when  you  have  not  read 
the  letters  themselves,  to  tell  whether  they  are  pertinent  or  not; 
but  I  think  they  are  all  pertinent  to  this  subject,  and  I  think  this 
batch  of  letters  which  I  now  have  relates  to  the  reasons  for  Mr* 
Mulhall's  resignation. 

Senator  Cummins.  My  point  was  this,  suppose  Mr.  Bird  in  writing 
to  Mr.  Kirby  told  a  lie,  if  I  may  use  that  term — and  I  do  not  apply 
it  personally.  Is  it  the  thought  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  tnat 
he  can  ask  Mr.  Mulhall  if  that  was  true  or  false  ? 

Senator  Reed.  That  would  depend  upon  the  nature  of  the  state- 
ment. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  Senator  Cummins  is  right.  It  is  probably 
true  that  some  of  the  letters  that  Senator  Reed  has  read  he  would 
not  have  introduced  had  he  read  them  before. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  not  insistent  about  it.  I  simply  suggested 
it  because  I  thought  it  tended  to  the  orderly  development  of  the  case. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Chairman,  while  I  am  not  insisting  on  any 
particular  program,  it  strikes  me  that  we  ought  to  preserve  a  little 
more  consistency.  All  this  volume  of  correspondence  and  papers 
that  Mr.  Mulhall  has  produced  we  have  examined  him  in  respect  to. 
I  think  when  we  take  the  correspondence  furnished  by  the  otner  side 
we  ought  to  have  one  of  that  side  to  identify  the  letters,  and  proceed 
with  the  letters  as  we  have  done  with  Mr.  Mulhall's  letters.  I  only 
suggest  that.  I  am  content  with  any  course,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
would  be  the  fairest  way  to  proceed. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  tnese  are  letters  they  propose  to  use  in 
cross-examination.  Therefore  Mr.  Mulhall  would  have  to  be  uporv 
the  stand. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  observe  that  Senator  Reed  is  almost  through 
with  the  package  of  papers  that  he  has  in  his  hand,  and  I  suggest  that 
we  proceed  and  read  them. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well.     Proceed,  Senator  Reed. 

Senator  Reed.  A13  is  attached  to  the  letter  which  I  have  just  read, 
and  reads  as  follows: 

(A13.) 
(National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  New  York^N.  Y.,  George  8.  Boudinot,  secretary,  New  York* 

THE  EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS  OF  THE  NATIONAL  A880CIA« 
TTON  OF  MANUFACTURERS  OF  THE   UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  call  at  the  general  offices  of  the  association  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m^  Monday,  October  23,  1911. 

Present:  Mr.  Kirby,  in  the  chair;  Messrs.  Jarvis,  Parry,  Stillman,  Bird,  and  Nevinj 
Mr.  Boudinot,  secretary. 

Mr.  Bird  submitted  a  statement  in  regard  to  the  work  of  Colonel  Mulhall. 

On  invitation  Colonel  Mulhall  appeared  before  the  committee  in  the  same  connec- 
tion, made  a  statement,  and  withdrew.  Whereupon,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Parry,  duly 
seconded,  the  following  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted: 

Resolved,  We  deem  it  expedient  under  the  circumstances  to  discontinue  the  services 
of  Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall  for  the  present  and  to  pay  him  his  salary  to  December  31, 
1911. 

Attest. 

[seal.]  Geo.  S.  Boudinot, 

Secretary. 
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The  next  is  A14.  I  will  not  read  all  of  that.  It  is  in  regard  to 
another  board  meeting.     I  will  read  the  last  clause,  as  follows: 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Nissen,  seconded  by  Mr.  Chamberlain,  the  action  of  the  executive 
committee  in  regard  to  Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall  was  unanimously  approved. 
Attest: 

Geo.  S.  Boudinot,    [seal.] 

Secretary. 

The  next  are  some  memoranda  that  I  can  make  nothing  of,  and  then 
I  come  to  a  copy  of  a  letter  dated  October  25,  1911,  which  is  already 
printed  in  our  record  as  4310,  4311. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr. 
Bird? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  it  is  already  in,  and  has  been  read. 

There  is  also  here  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Kirby,  dated 
October  25,  1911,  of  which  we  have  already  introduced  a  copy  as 
No.  4313. 

There  is  a  copy  also  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall  from  Mr.  Kirby,  dated 
October  28,  1911,  which  has  been  already  introduced  as  No.  4315. 

I  come  now  to  a  letter  dated  October  28,  1911,  which  is  not  in  our 
files.     I  mark  it  Al5,  and  read  it,  as  follows: 

'      (A15.) 

October  28,  1911. 
Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

8938  Old  York  Road,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Mr.  Mulhall:  Referring  to  your  letter  of  October  25th,  I  have  read  carefully 
the  contents  of  same  and  it  does  not  seem  to  me  advisable  for  us  to  enter  upon  any 
discussion  of  its  contents,  feeling  confident  that  such  discussion  might  tend  to  mar  the 
pleasant  relations  that  have  existed  heretofore.  1  am  confident  the  executive  com- 
mittee, and  in  fact  my  board  of  directors  have  been  duly  conscious  of  the  various 
activities  you  have  engaged  upon  for  so  many  years  and  also  conscious  of  the  esteem 
in  which  you  were  held  by  my  predecessor,  President  Van  Cleave,  and  I  want  to 
assure  you  of  my  hearty  good  wishes  for  your  future  and  hope  that  you  leave  the  asso- 
ciation with  no  thought  of  resentment,  and  that  we  may  feel  that  the  severance  of 
your  long  service  has  been  tendered  with  a  spirit  of  good  will  that  would  permit  us, 
if  in  the  future  this  matter  should  be  reconsidered,  we  might  feel  it  is  our  privilege  to 
t»ll  upon  you  to  render  services  on  behalf  of  the  great  work  in  which  you  nave  spent 
so  many  years  of  your  life. 

I  wish  to  assure  you  of  my  full  appreciation  of  your  loyalty  and  devotion  to  our  cause 
and  to  me  it  would  be  a  great  disappointment  if  the  act  of  your  resigning  would  cause 
you  to  feel  it  would  necessarily  sever  our  friendship. 

With  very  best  wishes,  I  am, 

Yourn,  most  cordially,  , 

President. 

JK/EAW. 

A16  is  what  appears  to  be  a  letterpress  copy  of  a  letter  by  Mr. 
Bird  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  dated  December  30,  1911,  and  is  as  follows: 

(A16.) 

December  30, 1911. 
Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

8988  Old  York  Road,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel  Mulhall:  1  have  discussed  the  matter  of  your  interview  with 
Mr.  Kirby  and  1  have  no  influence  to  change  conditions  in  any  way,  it  being  his  state- 
ment you  tendered  your  resignation  and  he  accepted  it  to  take  effect  January  1, 1912, 
therefore  this  condition  must  prevail. 

I  sincerely  trust  any  connection  you  make  in  the  future  will  be  to  your  liking  and 
that  you  find  it  congenial  and  remunerative. 

With  my  personalbest  wishes,  I  remain, 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager. 

JPB/EAW. 
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Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me,  Senator  Reed,  but  what  did  you  state  the 
date  of  that  was  ? 

Senator  Reed.  December  30,  1911. 

Mr.  Emery.  30  or  20  ? 

Senator  Reed.  30.     It  is  very  plain  here. 

A17,  produced  from  these  files,  is  as  follows: 

New  York,  December  SO,  1911. 
Mr.  J.  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers ,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  Agreeable  to  our  understanding,  I  proceeded  to  Baltimore, 
arriving  there  on  December  28.  I  immediately  put  myself  in  touch  with  Mr.  I.  H. 
Scates,  secretary  of  the  Builders'  Exchange,  explained  to  him  my  mission ,  and 
solicited  his  cooperation.  It  is  fortunate  the  relations  existing  between  the  Baltimore 
City  Builders'  Exchange  and  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  are  of  such  a 
cordial  nature  as  to  enable  the  investigation  to  proceed  with  accuracy,  thoroughness, 
and  dispatch.  Mr.  Scates  put  me  in  touch  with  Dr.  Baynes,  Mr.  Kohlman,  Mr.  Duntiz, 
and  Mr.  Garsty.    Through  these  gentlemen  I  have  learned  as  follows: 

Dr.  Baynes,  through  his  intimate  acquaintance  with  Dr.  Bush,  head  physician  of 
the  Sheppard-Pratt  Sanitarium,  advised  me  Mrs.  Lula  K.  Mulhall  has  been  an  inmate 
of  the  Sneppard-Pratt  Sanitarium  three  different  times. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  evidently  refers  only  to  Baltimore  politics. 

Senator  Reed.  It  goes  on  about  Col.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  how 
much  of  importance  there  is  in  it.     Perhaps  I  had  better  read  it  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  it  has  any  reference  to  this  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  After  glancing  through  it,  I  think  it  is  a  personal 
letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  the  committee  read  that,  be- 
cause it  is  all  new  to  me,  and  I  would  like  to  get  some  information 
for  my  own  benefit,  if  it  does  not  tire  the  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  large  part  of  it  here  that  refers  to  Mrs. 
Mulhall. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  go  into  that  from  the  start 
to  the  finish. 

Senator  Reed.  What  does  the  committee  say? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  say  that  it  should  not  be  read,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned. 

Senator  Cummins.  Has  it  anything  to  do  with  lobbying  by  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Not  a  thing. 

Senator  Reed.  As  far  as  I  can  see,  it  seems  to  be  about  an  investi- 
gation of  Col.  Mulhall's  property,  and  also  about  Mrs.  Mulhall  and  her 
condition.     That  is  all  I  see  in  it.     I  have  not  read  it  thoroughly. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  it  has  anything  to  do  with  this 
investigation. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  letter  that  is  purely 
personal. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  say  further  that  it  contains  some  reference 
to  an  investigation  in  regard  to  the  state  of  Col.  MulhalTs  property 
in  Baltimore  about  which  Senator  Nelson  made  some  inquiry  this 
morning. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  not  eo  any  further  with  it.  These  other 
letters,  as  far  as  I  have  glancea  at  them  hastily,  I  think  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  issues  which  we  are  now  trying,  and  I  think  it  is  not 
important  to  put  any  of  them  in  evidence.  There  are  undoubtedly 
in  the  files  of  this  association  a  great  many  letters  from  Col.  Mulhall 
and  copies  of  letters  to  him  that  have  not  been  introduced.     I  know 
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that  from  seeing  some  of  them.  They  have  not  been  collated,  and 
the  committee  can  decide  what  it  desires  to  do  in  respect  to  them. 
They  are  over  here  in  a  room  in  the  Capitol,  and  there  are  two  or  three 
people  trying  to  pick  them  out  and  get  them  arranged  in  some  sort 
of  snape.  This  bundle  which  we  have  here  before  us  has  been  pro- 
duced dv  this  association.     I  have  not  gone  through  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  want  any  misunderstand- 
ing about  the  matter.  We  were  asked  to  produce  all  of  our  letters. 
We  did  give  up  every  letter  that  we  have.  I  made  the  statement 
that  I  had  at  the  University  Club  for  my  own  use  a  few  that  I  had 
reserved  for  cross-examination,  and  they  are  the  few  that  at  Senator 
Reed's  request  I  presented  here.  They  are  not  all  of  the  letters. 
These  are  the  letters  that  we  have  retained  in  the  possession  of  counsel 
for  the  purpose  of  cross-examining  Mr.  Mulhall,  but  every  tetter  that 
we  have,  we  have  given  to  the  committee. 

I  do  not  know  where  they  are.  Our  clerks  are  with  them,  trying  to 
help  the  clerks  of  the  committee  identify  them.  We  have  given 
everything  that  we  have.  There  is  not  a  single  letter  that  has  been 
held  back.  This  package  present  here  in  the  committee  room  does 
not  purport  to  be  all.  That  contains  only  those  that  I  reserved  for 
cross-examination. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  my  statement  shows  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes;  but  I  did  not  want  any  misunderstanding 
with  the  other  members  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  My  own  notion  has  been  this.  I  have  had  an  index 
prepared  hero  showing  the  letters  that  we  have  introduced,  and  the 
instructions  that  I  gave  the  clerks  were  whenever  they  found  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Mulhall  or  to  Mr.  Mulhall  that  was  not  upon  this  index,  to 
lay  it  aside,  and  I  said  that  ultimately  we  would  get  them  assembled, 
and  then  see  what  we  wanted  to  do  with  them. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  just  as  important  to  get  letters  that  were 
written  to  other  people,  and  letters  from  other  people,  as  it  is  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  They  have  been  told  to  lay  out  anything 
that  pertains  to  this  matter. 

Senator  Cummins.  We  are  engaged  in  ascertaining  only  about 
lobbying. 

The  Chairman.  In  regard  to  lobbying.  My  instructions  have 
been  that  if  they  see  any  letter  in  regard  to  lobbying,  whether  it 
refers  to  Col.  Mulhall  or  not,  it  is  to  be  produced. 

Senator  Cummins.  Have  you  closed  with  Col.  Mulhall,  Senator 
Reed? 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  no  further  questions  at  present. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  reviewed  these  remaining  letters  that 
are  printed,  and  there  are  two  or  three  that  I  desire  to  put  in. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Before  I  left  Washington  there  was  some  correspond- 
ence between  Mr.  Bird  and  myself  about  my  going  to  Maine,  and 
his  orders  to  me  about  what  I  should  proceed  to  do.  I  do  not  see 
that  here. 

Mr.  McCarter.  If  there  is  any  such  correspondence,  we  would  be 
very  glad  to  see  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  A  long  letter  that  you  wrote  after  Mr.  Bird 
complained  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Cummins.  There  are  here  in  the  printed  record  two  or 
three  letters  or  telegrams  that  I  desire  to  introduce,  if  they  have  not 
already  gone  in.  Some  of  them  are  not  dated.  I  call  your  atten- 
tion now  to  No.  4786,  which  appears  to  be  a  telegram  or  letter  written 
by  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Schwedtman.     That  reads  as  follows: 

Mr.  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman, 

1008  Chemical  Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.: 

Just  received  the  following  telegram,  which  I  repeat  to  you:  "Advices  West  Supe- 
rior, Wisconsin,  saying  necessary  have  some  money  insure  election  Judge  Jenkins. 
Bow  much  can  you  send  here?  Will  see  it  reaches  West  Superior  p  >>per  hands. 
Answer. 

"Edwabd  Hinbs." 

My  judgment  is  that  this  money  would  be  wasted  if  sent.  Hines  means  well,  but 
the  others  are  working  him.    I  wish  you  would  write  or  wire  hint  your  judgment. 

M.  M.  Mulhall. 

Did  you  write  or  telegraph  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  in  that  way? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  have  the  copy  right  here  with  me,  Senator, 
if  you  will  let  me  look  at  it  for  a  moment. 

Senator  Cummins.  Very  well. 

Senator  Walsh.  My  impression  is  that  a  duplicate  of  that  was 
introduced. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  may  be  that  it  came  in  when  I  was  not  here. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  think  I  wrote  the  telegram. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  you  wrote  the  telegram.     That  is  a  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  is  a  copy  of  two  telegrams. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  in  a  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  You  got  the  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  believe  I  got  the  telegram. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  call  your  attention  now  to  No.  4787,  which 
is  dated  Chicago,  August  28,  and  is  as  follows: 

M.  Mulhall, 

Hold  English,  Indianapolis: 

No  word  from  New  York  or  St.  Louis.    Will  you  give  any  aid  or  not?    Answer. 

Edward  Hines. 

Did  you  receive  that  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  call  your  attention  to  what  purports  to  be  a 

telegram,  being  No.  4792,  wnich  is  as  follows: 

Chicago,  Aug.  26. 
M.  M.  Mulhall,  Hotel  English,  Indpls  : 

Advices,  West  Superior.  Wisconsin,  saying  necessary  have  some  money  insure 
election  Judge  Jenkins.  How  much  can  you  send  here?  Will  see  it  reaches  West 
Superior  proper  hands.    Answer. 

Edward  Hinbs. 

Did  you  receive  that  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Can  you  tell  me  in  what  year  the  letter  which  I 
first  read  and  the  two  telegrams  which  I  have  read  were  9ent  or 
received  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  1908. 
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Senator  Cummins.  I  call  your  attention  to  No.  4826.  It  has  no 
date  and  is  as  follows : 

Washington,  D.  C. 
(McM.  to  Mulhall.) 

Stanley  Committee  on  Steel  only  committee  meeting. 
Appropriations  Committee  will  meet  on  return  from  Panama.    This  week. 
Henry,  of  Texas,  waiting  to  see  labor  members  before  he  can  finish  his  bill  on  injunc- 
tions on  restraint  in  trade. 

Did  you  receive  a  letter  or  telegram  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  received  this  note  that  I  have  in  my  hand,  which 
has  been  handed  me,  and  which  is  in  Mr.  McMichaeFs  handwriting. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  from  Mr.  McMichael  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Is  the  year  or  month  given  in  the  note? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  not  in  the  letter  or  note. 

Senator  Cummins.  Can  you  state  the  year  or  the  month  in  which 
it  was  written  and  received  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  in  1912. 

Senator  Reed.  The  words  "(McM.  to  Mulhall) "  appear  on  this  at 
the  top  of  the  note  in  pencil.  Some  one  has  put  those  there  to  indi- 
cate what  the  letter  is. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  newspaper  that  put  them  there. 

Senator  Heed.  They  are  not  a  part  of  the  note  and  should  be 
stricken  from  the  record. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  you  recognize  the  note  as  one  sent  to  you 
by  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Those  are  the  only  letters  or  telegrams  in  the 
remaining  part  of  this  printed  record  that  I  think  are  material,  or 
which  have  not  been  covered  by  the  letters  and  telegrams  already 
introduced. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  some  now  that  I  desire  to  call  attention  to. 

Is  No.  4828  a  note  which  you  received  from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  note).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  as  follows: 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Hty  or  Baltimore;  any  time  you  say.    Write  me  Fritz  Reuter's,  so  I  will  get  it 
Monday  morning,  first  mail. 
With  best  wishes.  I  am, 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael. 

Is  that  in  McMichaeVs  handwriting? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  state  how  he  came  to  write  that  to  you; 
whether  you  had  written  him  a  note  or  sent  word  to  him,  or  what  it 
was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  upon  that  subject,  whether  it  was 
by  my  request,  or  some  request  that  he  was  making. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4827  is  written  in  pencil.  Do  you  know  who 
wrote  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLnALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes;  Mr.  McMichael  wrote 
that. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  and  reads  as  follows: 


MAINTENANCE  OP  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3473 

Committee  on  Wats  and  Means, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  V.  C. 

Mr.  Mann  called  up  R.  R.  Bill  and  moved  the  House  nonconcur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment and  asks  for  a  conference.  Mr.  Lenroot  of  Wis.  objected.  (Then  the  bill  was 
taken  up  for  the  first  reading.)  Mr.  Mann  asked  consent  to  dispense  with  the  first 
reading;  to  this  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  N.  Y.,  objected.  The  amendment  is  the  Senate  bill 
and  will  be  put  to  a  vote  after  reading,  about  2.25.  If  carried  bill  will  be  ready  for 
President;  if  not,  will  go  to  conference.    Will  telephone  vote  at  once. 

Near  every  Member  is  here. 

I  now  hand  you  No.  4829,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  another  note  you 
received  from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  I  would  like  to  have  Mr.  Mulhall,  if  he  can,  fix 
the  date  of  that  which  was  just  read. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  No.  4829).  Yes;  this  is  another  note 
from  Mr.  McMichael. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

My  Dear  Col.:  Enclosed  find  a  few  names  of  places  in  fourth  congressional 
district. 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMichael. 

Now,  returning  to  No.  4827,  which  Senator  Cummins  asked  about, 
can  you  state  when  that  note  was  given  to  you,  or  about  when  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  note  is  not  dated,  and  I  am  not  just  clear  on 
that  subject. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  that  refer  to  the  railroad  bill  which  passed 
in  1910? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  must  have  referred  to  it,  when  it  says  "R.  R. 
Bill."     Yes,  sir;  it  must  be  railroad  bill. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  referred,  or  he  referred,  to  the  Senate  bill, 
I  take  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  went  over  to  the  House.  What  was  the 
National  Association  doing  about  that  bill  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  would  be  able  to  tell  that.  My  mind 
is  not  clear  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  Since  we  have  entered  upon  this  subject,  I  might 
as  well  put  in  No.  4836.  Is  No.  4836  a  letter  which  you  received 
from  Mr.  Emery  when  he  was  in  Europe  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Could  you  state  the  year  ?  Do  you  remember  what 
year  that  was  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  was  September  20.  I  think  it  was  1909 
that  Mr.  Emery  was  in  Europe. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads: 

Zurich,  Sept.  20. 

My  Dear  Martin:  Since  I  wrote  to  you  in  Holland,  I  have  seen  several  American 
papers  of  different  dates,  learning  that  Maine  had  gone  Democratic  and  that  the 
insurgents  had  captured  New  Hampshire,  and  Wisconsin  had  gone  with  La  Follette. 
I  suppose  our  gooa  friend  T.  R.  is  largely  responsible  for  this  result,  and  of  course 
the  stronger  the  insurgents  become  the  greater  becomes  the  probability  of  a  Demo- 
cratic Congress. 

We  get  only  the  most  scattered  and  disconnected  accounts  of  happenings  in  the 
States,  so  I  hope  you  will  send  me  a  clipping  or  two  that  comes  to  your  hands  that 
will  tell  me  of  the  progress  of  events. 

There  is  if  anytning  more  labor  politics  in  all  the  countries  of  Europe  we  have 
been  in  than  in  the  U.S.;  this  is  particularly  true  of  England,  where  the  labor  party 
gets  the  most  extreme  demands,  but  nevertheless  the  closed  shop  is  never  obtained 
save  in  a  few  exceptional  cases. 
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We  have  been  a  mighty  busy  pair  and  always  hungry  for  news.    So  I  hope  you 
will  take  mercy  on  us  and  if  you  nave  a  leisure  moment  give  us  some. 
With  best  wishes  to  you  and  yours, 

As  ever,  Jambs  A.  Emery. 

I  hand  you  No.  4837,  and  a9k  you  if  you  can  tell  us  who  gave  you 
that  paper  or  who  wrote  it  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Mr.  McMichael. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  4837  is  as  follows: 

On  the  motion  to  go  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Mr.  Cox  voted,  aa  the  Record 
on  page  7669  will  show. 

On  the  Kendall  amendment  there  was  no  record  vote,  only  a  division  was  called  far, 
but  Cox  was  on  the  floor  all  the  time. 

I  now  hand  you  No.  4838;  do  you  recognize  in  whose  handwriting 
that  is  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Whose  handwriting  is  it  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McMichael's. 
Senator  Reed.  Did  he  give  you  that  slip  of  paper? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

As  requested,  have  sent  out  a  copy  of  the  tariff  acts  from  1789  to  1909  to  each  member. 

And  then  follows  a  list  of  names,  which  I  need  not  read.  The 
last  sentence  is: 

Also  50  copies  of  tariff  acts  and  comparison  to  home  office,  170  Bway.,  N.  Y. 

There  is  here  another  letter  from  Mr.  Emery  without  a  date,  which 
I  now  hand  to  you.     It  is  4840-4843. 

I  ask  you  if  that  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Emery  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wish  you  would  read  the  first  paragraph  and  see 
if  you  can  tell  me  approximately  the  date. 

Air.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  August  26,  1910.  Mr.  Emery  was, 
I  guess,  down  at  that  camp.    Maybe  he  would 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  this  is  Mr.  Emery's  letter,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

Camp  Millinocket,  Maine,  Wednesday,  August  t$. 
Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  I  have  just  received  your  letter  from  Indianapolis,  which 
finds  me  away  up  in  northern  Maine  with  the  family,  taking  a  long-threatened  rest, 
and  will  not  be  back  in  New  York  before  the  middle  of  September.  I  shall  then  be 
glad  to  do  anything  I  personally  can  for  Mr.  Watson. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  change  that  date  right  away.  It  is  1908. 
Senator  Reed.  I  continue  reading  this  letter: 

I  find  it  very  hard,  however,  to  believe  that  you  have  been  correctly  informed 
concerning  Mr.  Ketcham's  attitude,  for  I  am  sure  that  he  would  sink  any  personal 
feeling  in  an  industrial  issue;  and  if  (.  ushing  is  doing  what  you  think,  he  has  absolutely 
destroyed  himself,  for,  if  the  information  you  give  is  correct,  Speaker  Cannon  would 
make  Cushing's  presence  at  Washington  impossible. 

1  am  writing  to  Mr.  Ketcham  immediately  in  this  matter. 

You  would  nave  heard  from  me  sooner  had  I  received  your  letter.  It  was  forwarded 
to  me  here  in  camp,  two  days  from  the  raijroad,  and  received  on  return  from  several 
days'  trip  in  the  woods. 

You  can  use  my  name  to  Mr.  Ketcham  first  time  you  get  a  chance,  and  say  that 
every  help  he  can  give  to  Watson  is  due  him  from  what  he  has  done  from  an  industrial 
standpoint. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3475 

I  am  very  sorry  to  hear  of  your  poor  health,  but  glad  indeed  to  know  that  the  doctor 
thinks  you  are  good  for  forty  years  more,  as  we  all  feel  sure  you  are. 
With  best  of  good  wishes,  believe  me, 

Yours,  sincerely,  James  A.  Emery. 

P.  S. — A  note  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  Mr.  Ketcham  would  be  as  effective  as  any- 
thing that  could  be  done. 

Is  No.  4844  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  important  in  that 
letter  that  needs  reading.  It  probably  ought  to  be  fitted  in  its 
proper  place  in  the  letters.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Hotel 
Kurhan  Schenington. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  forwarded  from  London.  What  year  was 
he  in  Europe? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  1909,  if  my  memory  serves  me  right. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  No.  4845.    I  ao  not  know  why  that  is  not 

Srinted  in  its  order.     Is  No.  4845  a  telegram  you  received  from 
[cMichael  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  14, 1911. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Old  York  Road,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md.: 

Leave  on  the  10  o'clock  train  Sunday  morning  over  Pennsylvania  Road. 

McMichael. 

No.  4846  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  4849. 

The  next  is  4847-4849,  which  I  will  identify.  It  is  a  long  disser- 
tation on  the  Cushing  Service  for  Manufacturers,  by  Marshall  Cush- 
ing,  St.  James  Building,  Broadway  and  Twenty-sixth  Street,  New 
York.     Do  you  remember  where  you  picked  that  up  ? 

Senator  W  alsh.  It  is  an  advertisement  by  Cushing,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  a  copy  of  a  circular  letter  Mr.  Cushing  was 
getting  up  and  sent  one  to  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  after  he  had  left  the  Manufacturers' 
Association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Long  after;  years  after. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  month  after  he  left  the  association;  I  think  it 
was  in  the  spring  of  1907. 

Senator  Keed.  I  think  it  is  of  no  importance,  except  I  think  it 
might  have  some  connection  hereafter. 

I  now  hand  you  a  telegram,  No.  4850,  and  ask  you  if  you  know  who 
sent  that  telegram  to  you.  You  notice  it  is  dated  New  York,  Sep- 
tember 4,  and  directed  to  M.  M.  Mulhall,  care  Fred  W.  Wight,  Rt. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  Mr.  Cushing's  telegram  to  me  wnen  I  was 
down  in  the  second  Maine  district. 

Senator  Reed.  What  does  "fit."  mean? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

[Telegram.] 
Dated  New  York,  Sept.  4. 

To  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Care  Fred  W.  Wight 

Rt. 

Keep  right  on  as  you  have  been;  am  writing. 
No  Biff. 


8476      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

You  can  not  tell  the  date  of  that  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  would  be  September,  1906. 
Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  No.  4851  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a 
telegram  you  got  from  Mr.  dishing  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  is  dated  New  York,  5,  4.50  p.  m.,  and  reads: 

[Telegram.] 

Received  September  5,  at  16  Limerick  Street,  Rockland,  Me. 

New  York,  5,  4-50  p.  m. 
To  M.  Mulhall, 
c/0  F.  Wight, 
Rt. 
Keep  right  at  it;  you  are  all  right. 
No  Sig. 

No.  4852  is  another  telegram. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  can  put  those  in  without  reading  them, 
can  you  not  ?    They  are  all  Cusning  telegrams,  are  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4852  is  signed  UM.  C."  Is  that  from  Marshall 
dishing? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads  as  follows: 

Received  at  main  office,  S.  E.  corner  Baltimore  and  Calvert  Streets,  Baltimore. 

New  York,  November  7. 
M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Ave.,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md.: 

Kindly  mail  by  to-morrow  your  interpretation  of  all  result*  where  you  have  worked. 

M.  C. 

No.  4853  appears  to  be  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Cushing  to  you.    Is 
that  correct  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

See  me  privately.     New  Willard  about  9  to-morrow  morning. 


Is  No.  4854  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Cushing  to  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 


(Not  signed). 


See  Lowndes  quickly  in  behalf  of  Williams  leadership. 

Is  No.  4855  another  telegram  from  Mr.  Cushing  to  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Thanks  for  letter.    See  you  New  Willard  to-morrow  evening  about  8. 

Is  No.  4856  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Cushing  to  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Please  see  me  same  place  to-morrow  evening. 

Senator  Walsh.  These  seem  to  be  important  only  because  Mr. 
Mulhall  testified  that  they  were  accustomed  to  meet. 

Senator  Cummins.  There  is  no  question  about  that,  is  there? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is.  I  do  not  appreciate 
the  importance  of  these;  I  do  not  see  that  they  have  any  significance 
at  all. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  think  not.  '• 

Is  No.  4857  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Burke  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  state  the  year  of  that?  The  month  is 
given. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  this  was  April  24,  1910. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  care  to  read  it.  I  simply  want  to  iden- 
tify it. 

Here  is  another  one  here  [indicating].  Are  there  any  others  that 
anyone  thinks  ought  to  be  identified  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  believe  there  are. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  some  more  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letters, 
but  I  do  not  know  that  any  of  them  will  throw  any  light  on  this 
investigation. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  No.  4883,  which  is  signed  " Collins" 
and  marked  "Strictly  personal.' '  It  is  addressed  "Mr.  HayB." 
How  did  you  come  by  that  paper  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  given  to  me  by  Mr.  Collins  in  the  strike 
of  1906. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  that. 

Strictly  personal.] 

Mr.  Hays. 

Sir:  A  young  man,  steady,  sober,  trustworthy,  and  reliable,  has  been  unconsciously 
furnishing  me  information,  who  is  a  member  of  their  union,  and  expressed  a  willing- 
ness to  quit  and  get  away  from  them.  He  filled  the  position  of  State  editor  on  two 
papers  up  the  State,  one  at  Reading  and  the  other  at  Shenandoah.  Now,  if  you  can 
place  him  on  the  Inquirer's  State  news  department  he  would  accept  position  there  at 
once.  I  informed  him  I  would  try  and  bring  my  political  influence  with  men  in  the 
15th  ward  to  work  this  job  for  him.  If  through  you  it  can  be  done,  by  seeing  Mr. 
Elveson  of  the  Inquirer,  and  have  him  write  for  him,  so  as  to  not  expose  to  him  that  I 
am  in  touch  with  any  members  of  the  Typothetse,  I  will  consider  it  a  favor.  His  name 
and  address  is  John  Carroll,  1910  North  24th  St.,  Phila.,  Pa. 

Collins. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  a  mysterious  telegram- 


Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4884  something  that  was  given  you  by  Mr. 
Collins? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir.  It  is  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Collins.or  part  of  a  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

Smith's  case  comes  up  on  Tuesday  at  10  a.  m.  before  Magistrate  Ladner  with  the 
garment  worker  he  advertised  as  a  scab  in  his  paper  last  week.  You  have  the  paper 
and  full  account  of  him.  and  his  picture  I  gave  you  when  we  parted.  I  am  writing 
Mr.  Hays  full  account  of  all  transpired  since  you  left  this  day. 

With  best  wishes  for  yourself  and  wife,  I  remain  your  friend, 

Michael  Collins, 
1517  Ogden  St.,  Phila.,  Pa. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  desire  to  call  his  attention,  Senator,  to  a  mys- 
terious telegram,  No.  4553.  It  is  a  telegram  or  a  letter  addressed  to 
Col.  Mulhall  and  signed  "Tom."     It  reads: 

Subject  absent  from  city;  made  repeated  calls;  expected  back  to-morrow. 

I  would  like  to  know  if  Mr.  Mulhall  can  explain  to  whom  that  refers. 
Who  was  Tom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  Mr.  Thomas  Farrell,  of  New  York  City> 
sending  me  some  information — I  can  not  just  recall  what. 
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Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  know  who  that  subject  was  that  was 
absent  from  the  city  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Tnat  is  a  detective  phrase  that  is  generally  used 
when  they  want  to  collect  somebody;  they  term  them  a  subject 
instead  of  the  name. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  do  not  know  to  whom  that  refers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  call  to  mind  now  whom  that  refers  to; 
no,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  now  No.  4886  and  ask  you  what  that 
is,  if  you  know,  and  where  it  came  from. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  This  was  a  series  of  reso- 
lutions gotten  up  by  Mr.  Allen,  who  was  in  the  office  in  Indianapolis 
in  1908,  in  the  Watson  campaign,  to  be  sent  out  to  manufacturers  in 
Indiana. 

Senator  Reed.  Subscriptions  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this. 

Note. — Subscriptions  will  be  paid  to  a  prominent  manufacturer,  and  will  be  dis- 
bursed only  upon  the  authority  of  the  manufacturers'  committee. 

Whereas  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  and  its  president,  Samuel  Gompers, 
are  coming  into  the  State  of  Indiana  for  the  purpose  of  defeating  the  Republican  can- 
didate for  governor,  and  certain  candidates  for  Congress  with  national  class  legislation 
as  an  issue;  and 

Whereas  the  fight  trade  unionism  is  waging  in  Indiana  at  this  time  is  on  a  parallel 
with  the  contest  waged  by  it  against  Speaker  Cannon  and  Congressman  Cnas.  E. 
Littlefield,  of  Maine,  in  their  respective  districts;  and 

Whereas  this  program  is  a  menace  to  the  employing  interests  of  the  country: 

Therefore  we  the  undersigned  subscribe  the  amount  opposite  our  names  for  the 
purpose  of  combating  this  political  invasion  in  Indiana  by  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  and  its  leaders. 

Is  No.  4910  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  i 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  looks  like  a  form  of  a  letter  that  I  was  making  up 
to  send  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Senator  Reed.  And  probably  was  not  sent  in  this  exact  form? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  such  a  letter  appears. 

Senator  Nelson.  Senator  Reed,  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to 
No.  4697.     That  ought  to  be  looked  up. 

It  reads: 

M.toN.A.M. 
And  then  it  says: 

List  of  those  bribed. 

Senator  Reed.  What  number  is  that? 

Senator  Nelson.  No.  4697. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  never  seen  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  know  what  that  is. 

Senator  Reed.  Just  a  minute,  until  we  get  the  original. 

M.toN.A.M. 

The  Washington, 

Portsmouth,  Ohio, , 190 

List  of  those  bribed. 

The  words  "List  of  those  bribed"  on  this  paper,  No.  4697,  which 
I  hand  you,  are  written  on  there.  Were  those  words  written  on  there 
by  you,  or  were  they  put  on  since  by  the  newspaper  or  by  somebody 
else? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  put  on  by  the  newspaper. 
Senator  Reed.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  to  look  at  this  list  on  No.  4697. 
There  are  three  sheets  there.     It  begins: 

Mitchell  Jordan,  417  East  Sixth. 
John  J.  Schlichter,  30  West  Tenth  Street. 
Chas.  A.  Ackley,  818  Grimes  Avenue. 
Philip  D.  Hobstetter,  356  East  Sixth  Street. 
K.  J.  Chaboudy,  33  East  Front. 
A.  J.  Finch,  68  West  Eighth  Street. 
Chas.  Bayerl,  East  Gallia  Street. 
W.  B.  Askins,  Portsmouth,  Ohio. 

And  this  is  on  the  letterhead  of  The  Washington  Hotel,  Ports- 
mouth, Ohio. 

Who  were  these  men  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  were  the  leaders  of  the  striking  shoe  workers 
in  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  whom  money  was  paid  to,  for  to  call  off  the 
strike. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  made  that  list? 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  paid  to  them  by  vou,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Mttlhall.  No,  sir.  Part  of  it  was  paid  by  me.  The  other 
list  was  made  up  in  the  New  York  office,  Part  of  it  was  turricd  ovdr 
by  Mr.  Bannon. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  mean  who  made  up  the  list,  but  who 
paid  these  men  the  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  paid  some  of  it,  Mr.  Bannon  paid  some  of  it,  and 
there  was  some  of  it  made  up  in  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Reed.  What  year  was  this  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  correspondence  shows  that  very  clearly.  I 
think  that  was  in  1909. 

The  Chairman.  We  had  this  very  list. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  we  have  it  before? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  got  the  list  of  letters,  and  how  the  money 
was  paid. 

The  Chairman.  And  he  answered  the  same. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  remember  it;  it  is  new  to  me. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  you  got  Mr.  Selby's  indorsement  for  the  work 
that  was  done. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  to  duplicate  this  work.  There  are 
some  more  names. 

The  Chairman.  I  remember  this  very  well.  If  yoti  had  the  index 
here  you  would  find  it. 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator,  may  I  make  an  inquiry?  I  understood  you 
to  ask  who  wrote  those  words,  "List  of  those  bribed."  May  I  ask 
who  wrote  the  words  "M.  to  N.  A.  M."  ?     Does  that  appear? 

Senator  Reed.  That  appears  hero  in  pencil,  too;  the  letters  up 
there,  "M.  to  N.  A.  M." 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  The  newspaper  people  put 
them  on. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  send  a  copy  of  that  list  to  the  N.  A.  M.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Who  made  out  the  list?  In  whose  handwriting 
is  it? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  in  different  handwritings. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  in  two  or  three  handwritings.  If  I  am  not 
mistaken,  this  was  made  out  by  Mr.  Jordan,  or  a  part  of  it  made  out 
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by  him.     No;  each  man  put  down  their  names,  I  think — signed  them 
separately.     It  looks  like  that,  if  I  can  remember. 

Senator  Reed.  It  looks  as  though  they  had  written  their  addresses. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  each  man  put  his  address  on  there  that  was 
paid  money. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  must  have  this  con- 
fused in  your  mind  with  some  other  matter. 

The  Chairman.  I  may  be  mistaken,  but  my  recollection  is  very 
clear  that  there  was  a  list  of  those  bribed. 

Senator  Reed.  4698,  4699  are  two  sheets  of  paper  that  have  the 
Washington  Hotel,  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  letterhead. 

The  Chairman.  One  of  the  newspaper  men  reminds  me  that  it  was 
Cannon's  list  that  I  was  thinking  aDout. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  These  two  sheets,  4698  and  4699,  contain  a 
lot  of  names.     I  will  ask  you  first  if  you  know  who  wrote  those  names  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  was  written  in  my  room  in  the  Washington 
Hotel,  at  Portsmouth,  by  one  of  those  men  that  was  on  strike.  This 
was  a  list  of  those  people  that  were  blacklisted,  which  wanted  recom- 
mendations, which  was  furnished  later  on,  so  they  could  get  work  in 
other  cities. 

Senator  Reed.  Upon  this  was  written,  up  in  the  corner: 

"List  of  shoe  workers  who  they  desire  to  come  back,"  or  "Who 
desire  to  come  back."  I  can  not  read  it.  It  is  written  with  a  pencil. 
Was  that  written  on  there  by  you,  or  was  that  written  by  the  news- 
paper men  when  they  had  this  stuff  to  print  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  was  written  by  tne  newspaper  men. 

Senator  Reed.  On  information  given  to  them  by  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  list  is  written  there  and  is  before  you. 

No.  4702  is  a  newspaper  clipping.     Now  I  want  No.  4703. 

Senator  Cummins.  Is  not  that  a  newspaper  clipping? 

Senator  Reed.  No;  that  is  typewritten.  I  want  to  ask  you  what 
that  is  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  a  note,  as  near  as  I  can  remember,  sent 
by  Mr.  Cushing  to  me,  to  show  who  was  coming  into  the  district  as 
speakers — into  the  second  Maine  district. 

Senato  Reed.  It  goes  on  and  says  that  Taft  and  Roosevelt  are 
coming  up  there  to  help  out. 

Senator  Cummins.  Taft  was  coining  up  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Taft  and  Roosevelt.     It  says : 

Secretary  Taft  is  coming  to  the  district  to  speak  in  behalf  of  Congressman  Little- 
field's  election.  He  is  a  Roosevelt  Republican  of  the  most  vigorous  and  engaging 
type;  a  big  man  himself,  the  right-hand  of  the  most  popular  and  influential  of  all 
Republicans — Theodore  Roosevelt. 

The  present  administration  has  done  a  good  deal  for  the  country  and  Secretary  Taft 
has  helped  it.  The  Roosevelt  administration  has  done  a  good  deal  for  labor.  The 
Roosevelt  administration  secured  the  passage  by  Congress  of  legislation  providing  for 
the  regulation  of  railroad  rates;  for  the  inspection  of  the  packing  houses;  for  the  regu- 
lation of  food  manufacture  so  that  it  will  be  pure;  for  tne  use  of  free  alcohol  which 
will  be  an  immense  convenience  and  economy  for  all  the  people;  and  it  has  actually 
started  the  construction  of  the  Panama  Canal. 

It  is  doubtless  to  tell  the  votere  of  the  second  Maine  district  something  about  these 
things  that  Secretary  Taft  comes  amongst  us.  He  comes  from  the  President.  He 
comes  to  tell  our  voters  all  why  national  issues  have  to  do  with  the  present  Maine  elec- 
tion, and  he  comes  to  say  why  Congressman  Littlefield,  one  of  the  leading  and  most 
influential  Members  of  Congress,  ought  to  be  returned. 
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Can  you  tell  me  anything  about  No.  4732,  what  it  is  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  was  a  list  that  I  spoke  about,  that  was 
given  to  me  by  Mr.  Conklin,  a  list  of  repeaters  that  could  be  used  in 
the  fight  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  Mr.  Conklin  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Ex-county  chairman  of  Passaic  County  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  a  list  of  names — Scully,  Gugeye,  Martin 
McDonough,  Gellson,  Louis  Heyncan  or  Herman,  William  Irwin, 
George  Westerbelt,  and  some  more.     I  do  not  care  to  read  them  all* 

There  is  nothing  important  in  No.  4734. 

What  is  No.  4736  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  seems  to  me  this  must  have  been  a  list  that  Mr* 
Burke  furnished  me,  because  at  the  top  it  says  "Paterson,  Passaic 
Co.,  N.  J. — George  H.  Burke,  Thomas  H.  Foxhall,  candidates  for 
Congress  from  Paterson." 

They  were  the  two  opposing  candidates  for  the  nomination  that 
year.     I  can't 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  you  can  tell  us  about  that. 

No.  4748  is  a  fragment. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  simply  another  evidence  of  McMichaers 
work,  and  it  seems  to  me  we  have  got  enough  of  that  testified  to. 

The  Chairman.  No.  4750  might  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.    A  part  of  4750-4751  is  not  here. 

A  part  of  4752  is  out,  too. 

No.  4789 

The  Chairman.  We  had  that. 

Senator  Reed.  A  copy  of  that  from  the  New  York  World  was  read 
by  Mr.  McClave.     I£you  have  the  original  of  it,  I  should  like  to  have  it. 

The  Chairman.  We  had  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No;  he  read  it  from  the  New  York  World. 

The  Chairman.  A  photograph  of  the  original. 

Senator  Reed.  The  photograph  is  in  evidence.  Here  is  the  orig- 
inal. 

Is  No.  4789  the  original  of  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  McClave  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  been  read,  but  I  want  to  identify  the  original. 

No.  4791  is  headed  "List  of  Manufacturers  in  St.  Johnsbury." 
Where  is  that,  and  where  did  you  get  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  a  list  of  manufacturers  given  to  me  by  Mr. 
Childs,  Mr.  Kittredge  Haskins's  secretary,  for  to  see  in  St.  Johnsbury 
in  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  Whose  secretary  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Kittredge  Haskins's  secretary — No.  4792 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  read  No.  4792  into  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  I  did  not  know  if  you  had.  Is  Nos 
4797  a  telegram  whicH  you  received  from  Solon  L.  renin  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  he  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  the  attorney  for  Mr.  Hines,  of  Chicago,  at 
Superior,  Wis. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  dated  July  7.     Can  you  tell  what  year? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  July,  1908. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  part  of  the  Jenkins  campaign  up  there, 
and  we  put  so  much  of  that  in  that  we  finally  quit  putting  it  in. 
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Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

4813-4816  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  Can  you 
tell  me  what  that  document  is? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  one  of  the  bulletins  sent  out  by  Mr.  Miles,  or 
one  of  the  letters  sent  out  by  Mr.  Miles,  for  a  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  I  just  call  attention  to  this: 

Our  committee  represents  234  organizations  with  an  individual  membership  of  not 
less  than  250,000  firms  and  corporations — the  great  vital,  industrial,  and  commercial 
forces  of  the  country. 

What  is  No.  4823  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  a  letter  from  Holtz- 
man,  of  Cumberland,  Md.,  to  me  in  relation  to  the  Pearre  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  Mr.  Holtzman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  one  of  the  gentlemen  who  was  engaged  in 
fighting  Pearre  all  through  the  contest  that  we  had  against  Mr.  Pearre, 
from  start  to  finish. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  interesting,  and  I  will  read  it. 

(4823.) 

Cumberland,  Md., ,  19W. 

Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall: 

Fuller,  member  of  B.  R.  T.,  located  and  paid  by  the  B.  R.  T.,  in  fact,  is  their  leg- 
islative committeeman  in  Washington,  watching  legislation,  is  hand  and  glove  with 
Gompers  and  is  the  man  who  is  lining  up  the  local  B.  R.  T.  for  Pearre.  Some  mem- 
bers of  this  local  who  were  delegates  to  Washington  recently  came  back  and  are  work- 
ing for  Pearre  under  Fuller's  orders.  Fuller  is  instructing  the  Maryland  members 
of  the  B.  R.  T.  to  assist  Pearre  unquestionablv. 

Very  truly,  *  C.  H.  H. 

P.  S. — I  just  got  this. 

Who  was  this  man  that  wrote  this  letter  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  man  with  the  Lowndes  committee,  and 
I  believe  at  the  present  time  is  the  postmaster  in  Cumberland. 

Senator  Reed.  He  is  not  a  union  labor  man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  he  was  a  leading  politician  in  that  section. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  now  half  past  1,  Senator  Reed,  and  I  suggest 
that  we  better  take  a  recess  at  this  point. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  identify  what  there  are  remaining 
of  the  McMichael  letters.     It  will  take  only  a  moment;  4828,  4829 

The  Chairman.  They  have  been  already  identified. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4934  a  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  a  telegram  in  Mr.  Wat- 
son's handwriting,  announcing  that  Speaker  Cannon  will  leave  here 
to-morrow  at  3  p.  m.  That  was  sent  to  Mr.  Kirby.  That  is  the 
original  telegram  written  by  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  How  did  it  come?  that  the  original  was  left  in  your 
hands,  instead  of  being  filed  in  the  office  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  sent  a  copy  and  kept  the  original. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  reads  as  follows: 

(4934.) 
John  Kirby,  Jr., 

Waldorf-Astoria,  N.  Y.  City: 

Speaker  Cannon  will  leave  here  to-morrow  at  3  p.  m. 

M.  M.  Mulhall. 
L.  W.  Busbky. 
Jambs  E.  Watson. 
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Is  No.  4936  a  telegram  sent  to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  That  reads  as  follows: 

[Telegram.] 

Received  at  Continental  Trust  Bldg. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  December  t, 1908. 
M.  M.  Mulhall, 

5t4  Oak  Ave.,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md.: 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  wants  to  meet  Emery,  Bird,  and  Mulhall  in  Washington  Monday 
evening,  December  seventh,  to  discuss  tariff  situation  with  a  view  to  preparing  tariff- 
commission  bill. 

F.  C.  Schwedtman. 

That  is  all  I  see  at  present. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  take  a  recess  at  this  point 
until  4  o'clock. 

(Thereupon,  at  1  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee 
took  a  recess  until  4  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at 
4  o'clock  p.  m. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  adjourn  until  to-morrow  at 
half  past  10. 

(At  4  o'clock  and  1  minute  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until 
to-morrow,  Thursday,  July  31,  1913,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.) 


THURSDAY,  JULY  81,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  0. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.,  pursuant  to  the 
taking  of  the  adjournment. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
Cummins. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MABTIH  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Besomed. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  heretofore  you  have  sometimes 
appeared  to  have  outbursts  of  temper,  and  I  want  to  ask  you  not  to 
snow  temper  in  answering  the  questions  which  I  have  to  ask  you 
now,  but  to  answer  the  questions  directly.  If  you  will  do  so,  we  will 
get  along  very  much  better. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  do  the  best  I  can;  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  The  first  question  is  this: 

1.  Mr.  Mulhall,  on  page  256  of  volume  1  of  the  stenographic 
report  of  your  evidence,1  you  were  asked  by  Senator  Reed: 

Until  and  immediately  prior  to  your  connection  with  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  of  the  United  States,  in  what  business  were  you  engaged? 


»  Frequent  references  by  Mr.  licCarter  to  "  page  "  and  "volume  "  refer  to  the  typewritten  transcripts 
of  the  stenographers'  notes,  with  their  temporary  paging ,  not  to  these  printed  volumes. 
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And  then  you  answered  about  representing  some  brush  business, 
and  you  were  asked: 

Before  you  were  engaged  in  that  business,  what  were  you  doing? 

Your  answer  was: 

I  was  princi])al]y  in  politics.  I  was  with  the  Republican  national  committee 
from  1SS4.  I  was  William  McKinley's  manager  in  Onio.  In  1888,  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  William  Me  Kin  ley,  of  Ohio.  I  was  recommended  to  the  national  com- 
mittee and  was  in  charge  of  the  campaign  in  Albany  and  Rensselaer  Counties,  in  the 
State  of  New  York:  that  is.  the  city  of  Albany  and  the  city  of  Troy.  That  year  I  re- 
fused a  bribe  of  $5,000  and  a  life  position  in  the  na\al  sen-ice.  and  was  commended  by 
the  Repui  lii  an  national  committee  for  the  w<>rk  done  by  the  entire  executive  com- 
mittee if  the  national  committee. 

Now  the  question  is: 

Had  you  not  been  appointed  on  the  30th  of  June,  1881,  a  patrol- 
man on  the  police  force  of  the  city  of  Cleveland  and,  after  a  suspen- 
sion of  30  days  on  December  19,  1SS2,  were  you  not  dismissed  from 
the  force  on  the  29th  of  October.  1S83,  for  violating  the  State  law  of 
Ohio  ? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  No.  sir:  I  was  dismissed  for  a  purely  political  reason. 
I  was  appoint ed  by  a  Republican  mayor,  and  I  was  removed  by  a 
Democratic  mavor,  and  afterwards  entirely  exonerated  by  the  entire 
police  board.  lEven  the  Democrats  admitted  that  it  was  a  purely 
political  removal. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

1-a.  What  was  the  $5,000  bribe  vou  refused,  and  who  offered  it ! 

Mr.  Muliiall.  That  was  oiTere<l  to  me  bv  D.  Cady  Herrick  and 
John  B.  Reilly.  Herrick  was  the  Democrat  ic  leader  of  Albany  County, 
and  John  B.  Reilly  was  at  thai  time  civil-service  commissioner  under 
the  Democratic  State  administration,  and  the  papers  all  over  the 
country  published  the  articles,  and  the  letters  and  such  things  like 
that,  between  myself  and  Mr.  Reilly  and  others  on  that  occasion. 

Senator  Xelsox.  What  State  administration  do  you  refer  to  when 
you  sav  Reilly  was  State  civil-service  commissioner  ? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  The  Democratic  State  administration. 

Senator  Xelsox.  Xo:  I  mean  what  State? 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  State? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  Xew  York  State. 

Senator  Xelsox.  Oh.  Xew  York  State? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman*.  The  next  question  is: 

1-b.  What  was  the  life  position  in  the  naval  service  that  was 
Ottered  to  you  f 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  boatswain.  I  was  in  the  service  as  a  boy  from 
1S69  to  1S72.  and  was  honorably  discharged  from  the  United"  States 
Xavy  after  two  years  and  four  months  service.  I  believe.  I  went 
back  into  the  service  a^ain  at  the  request  of  Commodore  Nicholson, 
and  was  made  the  coxswain  of  his  launch  in  the  Xew  York  Xaw  Yard, 
and  I  was  uvommended  for  promotion  by  him  and  other  officers  at 
that  time  to  be  a  boatswain  in  the  service.  Mr.  Reilly  and  others 
found  that  I  had.  boon  in  the  service,  and  they  offered  to  teinstate  me. 

The  Ohaikman.  Who  was  it  oiTorexi  you  the  last  position  i 

Mr.  MuiHAi.t.  Mr.  Herrick  and  Mr.  Reilly.  I  have  got  all  those 
tele-crams  and  documents,  if  vou  wish  me  to  get  them:  the  old  papers, 
the  \ew  York  Tribune,  the  Xew  York  Press,  and  several  other  papas 
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that  published  that  article;  and  also  the  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Reilly  and  myself. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  rules  out  question  No.  2. 

The  third  question  is: 

3.  A  vast  number  of  letters  introduced  by  you  in  evidence  address 
you  as  "Colonel." 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chaiiman,  in  view  of 

The  Chairman.  We  will  hear  you  later  on  that  question,  Mr. 
McCarter,  because  there  is  another  matter  pending  here  about  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  .What  I  wish  to  suggest  to  the  committee,  if  I  may, 
is  this.  It  is  a  surprise  to  me  that,  without  any  announcement,  the 
committee  has  changed  its  attitude  with  regard  to  our  rights. 

I  have  before  me  the  stenographic  report  of  the  session  of  Friday, 
July  25,  1913,  which  reads,  at  page  120  of  the  typewritten  ccpy: 

The  Chairman.  I  have  a  statement  to  make.  The  committee  has  concluded  to 
allow  counsel  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  their  associated  com- 
panies to  cross-examine  the  witness,  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  also  to  allow  counsel  for  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  to  cross-examine  the  witness.  If  they  desire  to  do  so,  we 
will  permit  them  to  cross-examine  Mr.  Mulhall,  with  the  understanding  that  they 
must  have  every  question  printed  and  presented  to  the  committee  before  the  exami- 
nation begins;  and  the  committee  will  rule  upon  the  questions,  as  to  their  competency 
or  whether  they  shall  be  asked.  We  wish  the  questions  presented  to  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  or  to  the  committee,  at  least  24  hours  before  the  cross-examination 
begins. 

Since  this  investigation  commenced  I  have  recognized,  of  course, 
that  the  committee  were  in  charge  of  this  matter,  that  this  was 
not  in  the  nature  of  a  trial;  but  as  the  situation  has  developed, 
Senator  Reed  and  Senator  Cummins  have  both  evinced  a  desire,  by 
statements  made  openly,  to  have  the  matter  conducted,  in  view  of 
the  time  involved  and  the  enormous  amount  of  the  evidence  offered, 
somewhat  in  the  nature  of  a  trial. 

In  addition  to  that,  whatever  is  the  practice  in  Congress  and  in 
congressional  committees  with  regard  to  giving  counsel  for  persons 
the  right  to  appear  and  cross-examine,  and  I  understand  it  varies, 
it  has  seemed  to  me,  and  I  assume  it  from  the  statement  I  have  just 
read  from  the  record,  that  the  committee  had  concluded  that,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  this  had  drifted  into  an  investigation  covering  10  or 
12  years,  including  every  possible  activity  of  this  association,  without 
regard  to  the  question  whether  or  not  those  activities  bore  upon  the 
only  question  that  the  resolution  says  this  committee  is  authorized 
to  inquire  into,  which,  if  you  will  pardon  me,  I  will  read,  so  that  we 
may  have  before  us  exactly  what  is  the  resolution  under  which  this 
committee  is  proceeding 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Cliairman,  we  know  what  the  resolution  is.  I 
do  not  want  to  shut  counsel  off  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  ruled  on  that  resolution  before. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  was  going  to  say  that  the  investigation  has 
drifted  into  strike  breaks  in  1906,  occurrences  in  1902  up  in  Mary- 
land; and  while  we  are  not  attaching  any  blame  to  anyone  for 
the  generality  of  the  discussion,  we  have  ielt  that  that  language 
which  I  quoted  from  the  proceedings  of  last  Friday  indicated  an 
agreement  by  the  committee,  with  regard  to  the  general  scope  of  this 
inquiry,  that  it  had  now  reached  a  stage  where  it  was  fair,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  this  man  had  sat  on  that  stand  and  by  insinuation  and 
outbreaks  and  passionate  statement  undertaken  to  drag  into  the 
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mire  members  of  this  association,  of  whom  there  are  2,400,  of  whom 
two  or  three  are  here  as  officers  only,  that  we  should  have  a  right  to 
cross-examine  him  upon  the  truth  of  his  statements.  Ana  the 
committee  will  observe  that  the  statement  of  the  record  is  that  the 
counsel  are  to  cross-examine. 

Acting  on  that  supposition,  with  great  care  and  labor  we  pre- 

Eared  these  questions,  assuming  that  they  were  to  be  presented 
y  us.  As  you  proceed,  a  number  of  them  will  be  found  to  be  utterly 
unintelligible  without  reference  to  letters  that  have  not  been  offered, 
and  I  really  can  not  see  that  this  right  of  cross-examination  which 
has  been  accorded  to  us  is  really  a  right  that  amounts  to  anything 
unless  the  man  who  prepared  the  questions,  who  has  studied  these 
books  of  evidence,  who  is  familiar  with  them  in  a  way  in  which  no 
member  of  this  committee  with  all  his  various  duties  can  possibly 
be  familiar,  is  allowed  to  properly  cross-examine. 

We  have  presented  to  this  committee  every  letter,  every  document, 
covering  the  whole  field  of  the  activities  of  this  association  during 
its  corporate  life.  They  have  been  at  your  service.  Officers  have 
been  here;  bookkeepers  have  been  here;  file  clerks  have  been  here. 
In  fact,  the  whole  establishment  is  practically  in  Washington,  and 
has  been  for  two  weeks,  at  the  pleasure  of  this  committee.  It  is 
quite  obvious  that  we  can  not,  in  advance  of  an  answer  in  cold  type, 
prepare  every  question  that  should  be  asked  on  cross-examination, 
and  I  think  one  of  the  answers  that  was  given  by  the  witness  to  the 
first  inquiry  that  Senator  Overman  put  is  a  fair  sample.  He  says 
that  he  was  exonerated  by  so  and  so,  and  so  and  so,  from  his  action, 
in  the  police  court  in  the  city  of  Cleveland.  Obviously  some  ques- 
tions should  follow  that  up,  so  that  we  may  find  out  m  detail.  In 
preparing  these  questions,  we  could  not  tell  what  specific  answer  he 
would  give;  ana  a  full  right  of  cross-examination,  whether  that 
cross-examination  be  conducted  by  counsel  as  the  statement  of  the 
record  is,  or  whether  the  cross-examination  be  conducted  by  the 
committee 

Senator  Reed.  Just  one  moment.  Is  there  any  statement  in  the 
record  that  the  cross-examination  is  to  be  conducted  by  counsel? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  so  understand  it. 

The  Chairman.  No. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  will  read  it  again. 

Senator  Reed.  Read  it  all. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes;  I  read  from  page  120  of  the  reporter's  trans- 
cript of  the  proceedings  of  Friday,  July  25,  1913 

The  Chairman.  I  have  a  statement  to  make.  The  committee  has  concluded  to 
allow  counsel  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  their  associated 
companies  to  cross-examine  the  witness,  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  also  to  allow  counsel  for  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  to  cross-examine  the  witness.  If  they  desire  to  do  so, 
we  will  permit  them  to  cross-examine  Mr.  Mulhall,  with  the  understanding  that  they 
must  have  every  question  printed  and  presented  to  the  committee  before  the  examina- 
tion begins,  and  tne  committee  will  rule  upon  the  questions,  as  to  their  competency 
or  whether  they  shall  be  asked.  We  wish  the  questions  presented  to  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  or  to  the  committee,  at  least  24  hours  before  the  cross-examination 
begins. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  be  glad  to  hear  you,  Mr.  McCarter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  entirely  satisfactory  to  us. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  prefer  to  read  the  questions  yourself? 
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Mr.  MoCartbr.  Yes.  I  think  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a  number 
of  these  questions  will  be  auite  unintelligible  to  the  chairman,  because 
of  certain  references  made  in  them,  that  I  should  read  them.  I 
never  dreamed  that  we  were  not  to  conduct  the  cross-examination — 
I  mean  by  that  that  it  would  not  be  in  our  hands.  We  want  to  be 
subject  to  the  committee,  of  course. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  not  a  material  matter  as  to  who  reads  the 
questions.  You  indicated  just  now,  however,  that  you  desired  to 
follow  it  up. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  to  ask  other  questions  than  those  you  have 
put  in  writing,  if  the  answer  of  the  witness  is  of  such  a  character  that 
you  deem  it  necessary. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Certainly.  . 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  entirely  inconsistent  with  the  agreement 
that  was  made.  I  was  not  here  at  the  time  it  was  made;  but  plainly, 
there,  you  are  required  to  furnish  to  the  committee  all  the  questions 
that  you  propose  to  ask,  24  hours  in  advance  of  the  time  that  they 
are  asked.  Under  that  arrangement  you  could  not  ask  questions 
other  than  those  that  you  have  prepared  in  writing. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  I  had  supposed  in  regard  to  that  was  that 
our  questions  should  indicate  the  subjects  about  which  we  wanted 
to  cross-examine  the  witness. 

Senator  Reed.  What  do  you  get  out  of  the  phrase  "every  ques- 
tion"? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  supposed  the  right  to  cross-examine  meant  some- 
thing; and  it  is  perfectly  obvious  to  you,  as  a  distinguished  lawyer, 
Senator  Reed,  tnat  you  can  not  cross-examine  by  presenting  ques- 
tions 24  hours  in  advance  of  the  time  that  the  cross-examination 
commences. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  were  all  exceedingly  surprised  that  you  so 
readily  acceded  to  the  suggestion,  Mr.  McCarter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  remembered  the  adage,  Senator  Walsh,  that 
half  a  loaf  is  better  than  no  bread. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  was  the  loaf  that  you  seemed  to  be 
willing  to  take. 

Mr.  McCarter.  At  the  time,  I  never  dreamed  you  meant  that  if 
an  answer  were  given  which  led  up  naturally  to  something  else,  we 
could  not  pursue  that  question  along  the  line  tnat  the  answer  mdicated; 
I  do  not  mean  that  we  could  go  into  questions  that  were  not  germane. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  see  how,  out  of  that  colloquy  which 
occurred,  you  could  arrive  at  that  conclusion. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  express  no  opinion  about  it,  but  it  is  very 
plain  that  if  you  pursued  the  course  you  suggest,  the  written  questions 
would  not  constitute  one  hundredth  part  of  the  questions  that  you 
would  desire  to  put. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  great  amount  of 
cross  examination,  but  I  think  every  member  of  this  committee  who 
is  a  lawyer — and  I  understand  they  are  all  distinguished  lawyers — 
will  see  the  situation  that  confronts  us. 

For  instance,  we  presented  these  questions  at  half  past  10  o'clock 
yesterday  morning.  They  were  given  to  the  chairman.  This  witness 
was  upon  the  stand  all  of  yesterday.  How  could  we  have  prepared 
questions  for  cross-examination  concerning  that  testimony,  which  had 
not  yet  been  given  ? 


3488      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  understand  that  the  right  of  cross-examination 
as  given  there  is  not  the  full  right  of  cross-examination  that  one  would 
have  in  the  conduct  of  a  trial.  I  think  we  all  understand  that.  The 
question  you  now  propose  is  to  me  an  entirely  new  one.  I  was  not 
there  when  the  committee  considered  it. 

What  you  now  ask  is  the  complete  right  to  cross-examine,  subject, 
of  course,  to  the  rulings  on  the  part  of  the  committee  as  you  ask  the 
questions.  I  can  very  easily  see  that  if  you  should  exercise  that  full 
right,  this  cross-examination  would  be  quite  as  long  as  the  direct 
examination  has  been. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Cummins.  Every  answer  that  Mr.  Mulhall  gave  would 
probably  only  lead  to  an  almost  indefinite  pursuit  of  the  particular 
matter  that  he  disclosed  in  his  answer.  Take  this  very  question 
relating  to  his  discharge  from  the  police  force  in  Cleveland.  If  you 
inquired  into  the  details  of  that  transaction,  I  do  not  see  how  you 
could  get  through  with  it  in  half  an  hour. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  make  this  suggestion.  Counsel  certainly 
desires  to  state  this  matter  fairly. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  have  tried  to;  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  have  made  two  suggestions.  One  is  that  it 
was  impossible  to  write  these  questions  24  hours  in  advance,  when  the 
examination  continued  to  a  period  up  to  within  the  24  hours.  That 
was  mentioned  when  we  talked  this  matter  over,  and  as  I  recall  it  the 
statement  was  that  of  course  vou  could  not  prepare  questions  24 
hours  in  advance  of  that  part  of  the  examination  which  had  not  been 
concluded,  but  that  you  would  prepare  these  questions  as  best  you 
could  under  the  circumstances.  Some  such  statement  as  that  was 
made.  I  take  it,  of  course,  that  that  stands  to-day :  that  if  you  were 
now  to  hand  in  some  questions  relating  to  Colonel  Mulhall's  examina- 
tion of  yesterday,  the  committee  woula  probably  take  them  into  con- 
sideration. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  no  question  about  that.  We  did  discuss 
the  proposition  that  you  should  be  preparing  these  questions  from 
day  to  day  and  have  them  ready,  and  tnat  perhaps  the  last  day  we 
would  extend  the  time  if  you  desired  to  ask  any  questions  upon  the 
examination  of  the  last  day.  We  took  it  for  granted  that  you  would 
be  prepared  with  your  cross-examination  after  we  got  through  each 
day's  work,  and  would  be  ready  24  hours  ahead,  and  then  that  we 
would  make  an  exception  as  to  the  yesterday's  examination. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  another  question  that  you  raise,  and  that 
is  as  to  the  right  to  put  to  the  witness  a  written  question  and  then 
follow  it  up  by  oral  questions.  The  statement  was  made  here  at  some 
time — whether  it  was  taken  down  or  not  I  do  not  recall — that  the 
method  pursued  in  courts-martial  was  for  the  question  to  be  written 
out  and  nanded  in  and  then  read  by  the  officer  presiding.  It  was 
expected  that  this  examination  would  be  conducted  somewhat  in  that 
maimer.  There  never  has  been  any  intimation  to  me — at  least  I  have 
never  heard  it — that  it  would  be  otherwise  than  that. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  as  one  member  of  the  committee  I  shall 
insist  upon  following  the  rule  that  we  have  laid  down. 

I  want  to  make  a  further  observation  with  reference  to  this  par- 
ticular question  about  which  counsel  is  now  speaking.  The  inquiry 
^glB  impertinent  to  the  issue. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  press  it.     I  only  used  it  as  an  illustration. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  purely  collateral. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  quite  agree  with  you,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  Ana  the  answer  of  the  witness  is  conclusive  upon  it 
and  it  can  not  be  further  inquired  into.  If  you  were  to  seek  in  a  court 
to  follow  further  this  matter  of  his  discharge,  at  least  in  any  of  the 
courts  where  I  have  had  a  limited  practice,  the  judge  would  naturally 
say,  "That  is  a  matter  that  I  do  not  intend  to  try.  I  do  not  intend 
to  try  all  of  these  collateral  matters  that  you  have  seen  fit  to  ask 
about.  You  have  seen  fit  to  ask  the  witness  the  question,  and  he  has 
answered  it." 

I  make  to  counsel  the  further  observation,  in  order  that  he  may 
understand  the  position  of  one  member  of  the  committee,  that  I  take 
it  this  is  not  a  lawsuit.  It  is  an  investigation.  The  committee  in  its 
desire  to  learn  just  what  the  facts  are  is  willing  to  avail  itself  of  sug- 
gestions from  almost  any  source.  Consequently  when  learned  gen- 
tlemen come  here  and  want  to  submit  questions,  it  is  very  proper  for 
us  to  take  them  and  look  them  over.  If  there  is  any  question  that 
commends  itself  to  us,  we  will  ask  it.  You  speak  about  the  right  to 
be  represented.  If  this  Manufacturers'  Association  is  entitled  to  be 
represented  by  counsel,  then  so  also  is  every  other  one  of  the  240 
associations  that  have  been  mentioned  entitled  to  be  represented,  and 
so  also  is  the  witness  entitled  to  be  represented.  So  we  would  be  try- 
ing a  lawsuit  here  with  perhaps  100  or  150  parties  to  it,  and  getting 
nowhere.  I  take  it  that  these  questions  that  you  have  prepared  have 
been  skillfully  prepared.  I  have  not  read  them,  but  I  take  it  that 
they  reach  to  tne  matter  you  want  to  challenge.  If  they  are  read  to 
the  witness,  you  will  get  the  answers,  and  thereafter  you  will  have  the 
opportunity,  I  take  it,  to  come  in  and  rebut  what  he  says. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  we  ought  to  proceed  just  as  we  were  pro- 
ceeding. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  not  here  when  this  matter 
came  up.  I  recognize,  as  I  think  any  lawyer  must  recognize,  that 
the  right  of  cross-examination  given  in  this  agreement  or  under- 
standing is  very  far  short  of  the  full  right  of  cross-examination  which 
counsel  can  exercise  in  the  trial  of  a  lawsuit.  I  supposed  that  it  was 
all  settled,  and  that  this  was  satisfactory  to  those  who  asked  for  the 
privilege.  If  Mr.  McCarter  says  that  he  did  not  so  understand  it, 
and  if  he  now  desires  to  raise  the  question  of  granting  to  him  the  full 
right  of  cross-examination  that  would  obtain  in  a  lawsuit,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  consider  that  with  the  members  of  the  committee 
in  executive  session.  It  is  very  clear  to  me,  however,  that  the  agree- 
ment as  it  is  put  down  in  the  record  does  not  grant  to  Mr.  McCarter 
the  right  to  pursue  matters  that  may  be  developed  in  the  answers  to 
questions  which  he  has  given  in  writing  to  the  committee,  as  they 
might  be  pursued  in  other  places.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  agree- 
ment is  as  it  has  been  read  by  Mr.  McCarter.  If  he  wants  that 
changed,  and  wants  the  committee  to  again  consider  the  question, 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  consider  it  with  the  committee. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  make  this  practical  sugges- 
tion. There  has  been  a  misunderstanding.  Misunderstandings  will 
alwavs  arise.  I  do  not  want  any  ruling.  If  an  emergency  arises 
which  I  think  obviously  presents  an  opportunity  when  I  should  be 
given  the  right  to  depart  from  the  crystallized  question,  may  I  then 
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ask  the  right  to  then  depart  ?  That  does  not  give  me  carte  blanche. 
I  suggest  that  I  be  required  as  a  general  rule  to  adhere  to  the  com- 
mittee's construction  of  what  has  been  agreed  upon,  but  if  in  a  given 
emergency  a  situation  arises  in  which  I  think  I  ought  to  be  permitted 
to  vary  the  procedure,  that  I  may  then  ask  the  committee  for  the 
privilege  of  so  doing,  and  then  the  committee  can  regulate  and  con- 
trol the  situation.  We  are  not  going  through  an  enormously  long 
examination,  covering  all  fields. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
going  to  object  to  counsel  asking  questions.  Of  course  I  am  speak- 
ing as  one  member  of  the  committee.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
am  going  to  insist  that  if  there  is  any  further  question  to  be  asked 
he  write  it  out  and  let  the  chairman  ask  it.  My  reason  for  that  is 
this.  It  is  manifest  that  there  is  an  immense  amount  of  feeling  in 
this  case.  It  has  cropped  out.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  on  the  part 
of  counsel,  but  it  is  here  before  us,  and  it  is  unnecessary  for  us  to 
specify.  For  that  reason  I  do  not  think  counsel  ought  to  be  permitted 
to  ask  questions. 

With  reference  to  the  circumscribed  rights,  there  are  courts  in 
the  United  States  where  the  only  way  in  which  you  can  take  a 
deposition  is  by  interrogatories  filed  and  answered,  and  the  only  way 
in  which  counsel  can  protect  himself  is  to  so  frame  his  Questions 
as  to  meet  the  possible  answers.     That  right  has  been  accorded  here. 

Mr.  McCabtee.  So  far  as  my  familiarity  goes,  outside  of  my 
own  State  of  New  Jersey  there  is  not  a  State  in  the  country  that  has 
not  modified  that  rule  because  of  this  very  imperfection.  Almost 
every  State  in  the  Union  now  gives  the  right  to  send  a  commission, 
or  to  have  the  witness  examined  in  person. 

'  Senator  Reed.  I  am  speaking  of  this  rule  that  for  many  years 
was  observed  in  the  courts.  If  you  desired  to  take  the  testimony 
of  witnesses  you  had  to  file  your  interrogatories  with  the  court,  ana 
then  let  the  court  rule  on  them,  and  then  let  the  other  side  file  cross- 
interrogatories.  The  court  issued  a  commission,  and  the  interroga- 
tories were  sent  to  an  officer,  who  read  them  to  the  witness,  who 
answered  them,  and  no  counsel  was  present  upon  either  side. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  want  to  enter  into  any  controversy  about 
that.  I  take  it  the  Manufacturers*  Association  ought  to  have  a  full 
right,  as  I  believe  this  committee  deem  they  should  have,  to  cross- 
examine  this  man,  and  I  believe,  without  any  egotism,  that  inasmuch 
as  I,  with  Mr.  Emery's  assistance,  have  prepared  these  questions, 
and  that  many  of  them,  whether  rightfully  or  wrongfully,  will  not  be 
full}r  intelligible  to  members  of  the  committee  who  have  not  before 
them  the  references  in  the  questions,  I,  as  counsel,  ought  to  be  per- 
mitted to  ask  them.  That,  it  seems  to  me,  would  be  more  in  the  line  of 
expedition,  as  well  as  elucidation.  I  think  the  counsel  who  prepared 
the  questions  should  be  permitted  to  put  them. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  object  to  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  But  I  do  say  now,  in  order  to  have  the  matter 
determined,  that  we  are  quite  willing  to  stick  to  the  cold  text  of  these 
questions  except  when  an  emergency  arises,  in  which  event  we  will 
appeal  to  the  committee  for  the  right  to  vary  to  the  extent  of  asking 
a  suggested  question. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  means  no  less  than  that,  if  you  are  not  suited 
with  the  answer,  you  will  then  go  out  and  proceed  under  a  roving 
commission  to  asK  anything  you  desire. 

Mr.  McCarteb.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  trouble  about  that,  Mr.  McCarter,  is  this. 
Counsel  yesterday  asked  leave  to  interrupt  the  proceedings — which 
was  of  course  an  extraordinary  request — to  put  a  question  which 
was  directed  to  the  witness's  mdependent  recollection  about  some- 
thing that  transpired  three  or  four  or  five  or  six  years  ago,  with  the 
obvious  purpose  of  laying  a  foundation  upon  winch  he  could  after- 
wards contradict  him,  for  the  purpose  of  discrediting  this  particu- 
lar witness.  So  far  as  you  are  concerned,  you  are  particularly 
interested  in  looking  after  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  McCarteb.  Certainly. 

Senator  Walsh.  Not  this  witness. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes.  I  assume  that  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  has  some  rights,  as  well  as  this  witness. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  far  as  his  credit  is  concerned,  I  do  not  think 
you  need  disturb  yourself  about  that.  The  trouble  about  that  is 
that  most  of  the  questions  you  have  framed  go  to  establishing  or 
breaking  down  the  veracity  of  this  witness  upon  the  stand  rather 
than  to  elucidating  facts  which  will  tend  to  exonerate  your  association 
from  the  imputation  which  seems  to  be  cast  upon  it  by  the  letters  in 
evidence.  I  am  afraid  that  the  oral  examination  wluch  you  desire 
to  pursue  will  obviously  be  directed  to  matters  of  the  independent 
recollection  of  this  witness,  not  calculated  to  bring  out  facts  in  the 
case,  but  simply  for  the  purpose  of  impeaching  this  witness  who,  by 
the  very  facts  of  the  case,  stands  impeached. 

The  Chairman.  As  far  as  reading  the  questions  is  concerned,  the 
Chair  proposes  to  treat  you  fairly  about  that,  and  let  you  furnish  the 
documents.  My  purpose  was  to  read  each  question,  and  then  when  a 
document  came  up,  nave  you  ready  to  produce  it.  My  idea  as  to 
reading  the  question  was  that  we  would  thus  have  the  question  asked, 
and  then  you  could  furnish  whatever  documents  you  wanted  to 
furnish,  as  you  have  the  documents  in  front  of  you. 

Senator  Uummins.  The  question  that  Mr.  McCarter  put  remains 
unanswered.  He  asks  now  for  the  privilege  of  making  application, 
I  take  it,  at  any  particular  time,  to  ask  a  further  question. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  disposed  to  grant  that  right. 

Senator  Cummins.  To  put  a  further  question. 

Senator  Reed.  In  writing. 

Senator  Cummins.  In  writing,  of  course.  I  assume  such  further 
questions  would  be  put  in  the  same  way  in  which  the  questions  we 
already  have  are  put.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  say  that  we  will 
not  hear  applications  of  that  kind,  whatever  disposition  we  may  make 
of  them. 

The  Chairman.  The  Chair  thinks  that  whenever  any  question  is 
asked  and  a  further  question  is  desired  to  be  propounded,  the  com- 
mittee can  rule  on  each  such  question  at  the  time. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  make  this  further  observation.  The 
Manufacturers '  Association  is  probably  not  much  more  concerted 
about  its  reputation  or  the  reputation  of  its  individual  members  than 
the  witness  is  concerned  about  his  reputation,  whatever  other  people 
may  think  about  it.    Suppose  Mr.  Emery  should  go  upon  the  witness 
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stand  and  Mr.  Mulhall  should  appear  here  with  counsel  and  demand 
the  right  to  cross-examine  Mr.  Emery.  Suppose  that  then,  when 
auestions  were  put  to  him  similar  to  this  one  which  you  are  asking 
tnis  witness,  which  elucidate  no  issue  but  go  into  the  private  char- 
acter of  the  witness,  I  should  vote  unhesitatingly  against  permitting 
such  a  thing,  just  as  I  voted  unhesitatingly  against  permitting  Mr. 
Mulhall  to  have  any  counsel. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  we  should  make  more  headway  if  the 
witness  would  content  himself  with  merely  answering  the  questions 
propounded  to  him,  and  not  enter  into  any  explanation  or  exposition 
of  tnem. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  I  think  the  record  will  disclose 
that  so  far  as  this  witness  is  concerned,  the  Chair  ruled  that  Mr.  Mul- 
hall was  not  only  entitled  to  counsel,  but  was  also  entitled  to  put  any 
questions  he  desired. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  never  heard  of  that  ruling. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  it  is  in  the  record. 

The  Chairman.  That  he  should  have  counsel? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.    I  can  very  readily  find  that  in  the  record. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  immaterial  now. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this.  I  do  not  think  the  time  of 
this  committee  ought  to  be  expended  in  tracing  the  title  of  "Colonel" 
which  this  man  uses.  It  is  an  understood  thing  down  in  mj  country 
that  every  person  who  is  not  distinguished  as  a  private  citizen  is  a 
colonel,  ana  the  title  means  nothing.  I  call  attention  to  it  simply 
because  it  points  to  the  character  of  these  questions.  Instead  of 
trying  to  throw  light  on  this  controversy,  it  is  an  effort  to  throw  mud 
at  the  witness. 

Senator  Walsh.  As  to  that,  the  witness  on  the  stand  has  already 
told  how  he  came  by  the  title  of  "Colonel. " 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  we  proceed. 

Mr.  Ralston.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  say  just  a  word? 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Ralston.  As  appearing  for  the  Federation  of  Labor,  we  have 
not  desired  at  this  point  to  submit  any  questions,  but  I  do  not  desire 
that  to  be  regarded  as  a  waiver  of  the  right,  as  to  some  future  witness, 
or  even  as  to  some  development  which  may  occur  later  as  to  this  wit- 
ness. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  prepare  your  questions  any  time,  and 
give  them  in  24  hours  in  advance. 

Mr.  Ralston.  I  just  wanted  to  make  that  saving  reservation 
for  this  witness  and  for  future  witnesses. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Does  the  committee  rule  that  I  shall  go  ahead, 
and  then  if  I  desire  at  any  given  time  to  depart  from  the  strict  text 
of  the  question,  that  I  may  present  such  question  to  the  committee? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  counsel  asking  these 

auestions,  for  the  reasons  that  I  liave  stated.    That  is  my  vote  on 
tiat  proposition. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  object  to  that.     I  think  the  order  made  clearly 
contemplated  that  counsel  might  propound  the  questions. 
The  Chairman.  Just  go  ahead  and  read  the  questions. 
Mr.  McCarter.  You  have  ruled  out  question  No.  2  ? 
The  Chairman.  Yes. 
Mr.  McCarter.  Then  comes  question  No.  3. 
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Senator  Reed.  Is  counsel  going  to  be  permitted  to  read  the 
questions  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  have  a  vote  on  this  matter.  I 
understand  that  Senator  Walsh  is  against  that  course. 

Senator  Walsh.  No;  I  expressed  an  opinion  the  other  way. 
^  Senator  Nelson.  I  move  that  counsel  be  permitted  to  ask  ques- 
tions.    I  put  that  motion  in  order  to  have  the  matter  settled. 

The  Chairman.  That  motion  is  already  carried.  You  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Will  I  be  permitted  to  have  counsel  under  those 
circumstances  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  you  need  any  counsel. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  I  do.  I  ought  to  be  protected,  as  well  as  this 
association. 

Senator  Walsh.  Any  witness  on  the  stand  is  entitled  to  counsel, 
if  he  wants  counsel,  to  object  to  questions. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  that  is  true;  but  I  do  not  think  you  will  find, 
when  you  hear  these  questions,  that  you  need  counsel. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  say  to  Mr.  Mulhall  that  I  do  not  see  what 
he  wants  counsel  for. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  aware  that  those  people  were  going  back 
30  or  40  years  to  break  down  my  reputation,  or  anything  like  that. 
As  Senator  Reed  has  said,  my  reputation  is  as  dear  to  me  as  theirs  is 
to  them.  I  have  been  offered  counsel  by  people  who  got  me  into 
this,  and  who  have  said  that  they  would  back  me  with  counsel.  Now, 
it  is  apparent  to  me  from  the  questions  that  have  been  started  to  be 
asked,  and  from  the  newspapers  in  my  home,  that  I  ought  to  have 
counsel,  and  I  refuse  to  answer  questions  unless  I  have  counsel. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  refuse  to  answer  any  question.  You  can 
indicate  to  the  Chair  what  questions  you  do  not  wish  to  answer,  and 
the  Chair  will  then  allow  you  to  have  counsel  in  reference  to  whether 
you  should  answer.  Any  time  you  think  you  should  refuse  to  answer 
any  question  without  counsel,  the  Chair  will  suspend  as  to  that 
question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  know  that  I  was  to  be  brought  here  for 
trial,  or  that  my  reputation  for  30  years  was  going  to  be  brought  up 
by  tnis  organization. 

Mr.  McCarter.  To  cut  this  short,  I  will  omit  questions  3  and  4. 

The  Chairman.  All  right. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say  this:  If  they  are  going  to  be  allowed  that 
privilege,  I  will  refuse  to  go  on  until  I  have  counsel. 

Senator  Reed.  I  thought  we  had  talked  this  over  and  it  was 
agreed  that  the  chairman  would  ask  these  questions,  and  insist  upon 
proper  answers.     Then  we  would  not  get  into  any  wrangle. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  you  would  withdraw  that  contention,  Mr. 
McCarter.  I  think  you  will  agree  that  by  my  reading  the  questions 
you  will  be  treated  "perfectly  fairly,  and  you  can  have  any  papers 
you  want  to,  at  any  time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Of  course  I  am  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course  we  do  not  want  to  take  advantage  of 
you.  I  thought  under  that  agreement  you  would  have  all  your 
rights. 
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Senator  Xelson.  If  wo  are  going  to  have  an  agreement,  it  seems 
to  ine  we  ought  to  have  something  fair  ami  just. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is  as  to  allowing  the  witness  counsel. 
Do  you  insist  on  having  counsel  ? 

yir.  Mulhall.  I  do.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  can  answer  these  questions  without 
counsel.     Can  we  not  go  on  \ 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  been  notified  by  my  friends,  bv  wire  and 
otherwise,  that  those  questions,  if  they  are  going  back  into  my 
record.  I  should  refuse  to  answer  until  I  have  counsel. 

Tht*  Chairman.  Mr.  MeCarter  has  withdrawn  those  questions. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  perfectly  willing  myself  that  they  should  20 
into  my  record  and  reputation,  and  I  am  willing  to  have  it  brought 
out.  but  I  am  not  going  to  have  those  gentlemen  ask  it  in  their  way, 
and  g^:  away  withTit. 

The  Chairman.  They  are  not  eoing  to  "get  away  with""  anything. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  counsel,  and  wilf  insist  on  it.  I  refuse  to 
answer  any  questions  until  I  get  counsel.  I  will  go  to  jail  for  con- 
temn: rirst. 

Tne  Chairman.  You  are  entitled  to  counsel  if  you  want  counsel. 
Bu:.  Mr.  MeCarter.  if  you  waive  that,  we  can  go  along  and  get 
through. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  no:  taking  any  unfair  advantage  of  this  organi- 
zation. I  was  only  their  agent,  and  the  letter?  will  show  it  abso- 
lutely  

The  Chairman.  Do  not  let  us  have  any  outburst,  now.  Mr.  Mulhall. 
You  will  iv  given  your  full  rights. 

jv/r.aior  Kelson.  I  move  tha:  we  adjourn  and  let  him  employ 
counsel. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  committee  conducting  this  investiga- 
tion had  better  have  a  little  executive  session  among  themselves. 
I  am  unwilling  to  le:  this  thins:  degenerate  into  a  wrangle,  and  I  am 
unwiilir.T  :ha:  this  investigation  should  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of 


giving  a  fair  answer  :o  each  one.  as  the  chairman  of  course  will  do, 
w--  w„;  _;.;:  al--ng  and  we  will  have  no  : rouble  about  this.  We  passed 
over  :h:s  no.  any  days  ago.  and  1  thought  we  had  an  understanding 
ab  ■■•.::  :: 

Mr  McCakter  1  am  not  insisting  on  anything.  I  understood  the 
co::i:r.:::ee  openly  voted  a  moment  ago  tha:  1  should  read  these 
ques:::ns.  and  tha:  it  was  set: led 

Senator  Keep.  I:  is  no:  se::led  as  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I 
intern: :  :■  speak  :o  :he  commit  tee  at  any  time  1  desire,  and  I  challenge 
your  right  ":«:•  say  a  word 

Mr  McCarter  I  do  u.  t  care  what  you  challenge.  I  propose  to 
say  a  w>rd  when  it  seems  necessary 

Sena:.:  KiiEr*  Y.-u  are  no:  here  as  a  witness.  The  committee 
has  n>:  -.v-nsented.  as  1  understand  it.  :o  the  appearance  of  counsel. 
Tney  ;  n  edvd  your  rich:  :o  submit  *:ucs:ions.  :o  hand  them  in  here 
to  r"e  pr  >..;:ivii\i  :o  :he  witness,  and  that  r.ght  can  be  taken  awav 
at  any  time  I  do  no:  care  whether  you  in:end  to  demean  youise& 
in  a  rr.  i^t  r  manner  or  not 
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The  Chairman.  Do  you  insist  on  reading  these  questions  ? 

Mr.  McCabter.  I  insist  on  nothing. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  waive  your  right,  then,  and  agree  to 
have  me  read  these  questions  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  have  prepared  these  questions  on  the  supposition 
that  the  English  language  means  what  it  says,  and  that  I  would  be 
given  the  right  to  ask  the  questions.  If  the  committee  desires  to 
change  its  nning  in  that  respect,  we  are  compelled  to  bow. 

Senator  Reed.  I  object  to  that  language.  The  committee  has  not 
changed  its  decision.  The  statement  made  by  the  chairman  is  plain; 
it  was  agreed  that  the  questions  must  be  given  to  the  committee  24 
hours  in  advance. 

The  Chairman.  The  questions  are  here,  and  the  Chair  thought  we 
would  read  the  questions  and  treat  you  perfectly  fairly.  If  you  insist 
on  reading  these  questions,  we  will  have  an  executive  session  and 
decide  whether  you  shall  do  so  or  not.  What  difference  does  it  make 
whether  you  read  them  or  I  read  them  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  that  many  of  them  would  be  utterly  unin- 
telligible if  you  were  to  read  them,  Mr.  Chairman.  Of  course  the 
committee  can  do  what  it  pleases. 

Senator  Cummins.  How  would  they  be  unintelligible,  when  thev  are 
in  writing. 

Mr.  McCarter.  For  instance,  suppose  I  refer  to  letter  U3. 

The  Chairman.  Verv  well,  when  we  come  to  such  a  place,  you  will 
be  able  to  furnish  the  letter. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  just  as  effective.  I 
think  the  other  question  before  us  is  the  materialquestion. 

The  Chairman.  Yes.     Question  3  is  waived.     We  will  go  on. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  make  this  suggestion.  Will  you  caution 
the  witness  to  listen  to  the  question  and  answer  it,  and  when  he  has 
answered  it,  stop  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  had  given  him  quite  a  lecture  this  morning  before 
you  camo  in,  but  I  will  do  it  again 

These  questions  I  ask  you  you  will  answer  directly,  and  then  do  not 
let  us  have  any  temper  shown 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  assure  you,  Senator,  I  will  not,  but  like  the  gen- 
tleman has  said 

The  Chairman.  Listen  to  me.  When  you  answer  a  question  do 
not  go  off  on  another  line.  Just  answer  the  question  that  is  put  to 
you  and  stop  there,  and  wo  will  get  along  better.  The  fourth  question 
is  as  follows : 

4.  On  page  130  of  the  second  volume  of  the  stenographic  report 
you  say: 

This  is  a  fight  to  a  finish,  Senator,  and  all  we  want  is  a  square  fight. 

You  have  on  several  other  occasions  while  on  the  stand  made  use 
of  a  similar  expression.  In  letter  No.  4392,  dated  the  14th  of  May, 
1913,  you  say: 

I  will  close  this  letter  by  stating  that  before  this  fight  is  over  Mr.  Bird  will  know 
he  has  been  engaged  in  some  battle. 

I  ask  you  when  this  so-called  " fight' '  commenced,  and  when  you 
first  determined  to  engage  in  it  ? 

Now,  first,  I  ask  you  to  state  when  this  so-called  fight  commenced  I 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  This  so-called  fight  commenced  since  the  time  I 
came  on  to  the  Kirby  administration. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  first  determine  to  engage  in  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  When  I  refused,  at  the  interview  of  Mr.  Kirby,  to 
go  any  further,  or  break  any  strike,  the  so-called  fight  began. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

5.  Was  the  publication  of  your  story  in  the  New  York  World,  com- 
mencing June  29,  1913,  a  step  in  that  fight? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  were  many  other  steps  taken  before  that 

The  Chairman.  But  just  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  him  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Question  No.  6  was  ruled  out  as  immaterial. 

The  next  question  is: 

7.  I  also  oDserve  that  on  page  4  of  the  same  paper  you  give  two 
reasons  for  the  publication  of  the  article,  namely: 

(1)  The  renderingof  a  great  public  service,  and  (2)  the  annihila- 
tion of  the  lobby.  Was  the  statement  of  your  purpose  in  the  World 
an  accurate  one,  or  was  the  publication  of  the  article  a  step  in  your 
fight  with  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  statement  I  made  in  that  matter  is,  as  far  as  I 
remember,  Senator,  strictly  correct.  What  I  meant  was,  I  meant 
that  I  did  intend  to  try  to  clean  out  this  bunch,  and  also  to  try  and 
clean  out  the  lobby;  and,  furthermore  than  that,  for  the  persecution 
thev  followed  me  with 

The  Chairman.  Perhaps  you  do  not  understand  the  question. 
Do  not  go  off  that  way.     Let  me  read  it  again. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  was  thinking,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  question 
you  ruled  out  perhaps  would  be  necessary  in  order  to  ^ive  him 
information  to  enable  him  to  answer  properly  the  question  now 
pending. 

The  Chairman.  This  was  with  regard  to  a  publication  in  the 
World.  You  stated  that  you  had  these  papers  published  in  the 
World  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Listen  to  this  question: 

7.  I  also  observe  that  on  page  4  of  the  same  paper  you  give  two 
reasons  for  the  publication  of  the  article,  namely: 

(1)  The  rendering  of  a  great  public  service;  and  (2)  the  annihila- 
tion of  the  lobby. 

Was  the  statement  of  your  purpose  in  the  World  an  accurate  one, 
or  was  the  publication  of  the  article  a  step  in  your  fight  with  the 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  an  accurate  one,  as  near  as  I  can  answer 
that  question. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

8.  You  also  state  in  the  World  that  you  resigned  from  the  asso- 
ciation. I  observe,  however,  that  in  letter  4381  you  state:  "I  was 
compelled  to  resign  from  that  organization."  It  is  a  fact,  is  it  not, 
that  just  previous  to  your  resignation  you  had  had  a  stormy  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Bird,  who  accused  you  of  misconduct;  that  you  were 
temporarily  suspended  by  him  and  subsequently  appeared  before 
the  executive  committee  of  the  association,  on  Monday,  October 
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23,  1911,  and  made  a  statement,  whereupon  on  that  date  a  resolu- 
tion as  follows  was  passed : 

Resolvedly  That  it  be  deemed  expedient  under  the  circumstances  to  discontinue  the 
services  of  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall  for  the  present,  and  to  pay  him  his  salary  to  December 
31,  1911. 

And  that  on  October  24,  1911,  the  board  of  directors  of  the  associa- 
tion met  and  passed  a  resolution  ratifying  the  action  of  the  executive 
committee  in  this  regard  ? 

Now,  I  show  you  L23. 

That  is  a  letter,  Mr.  McCarter,  that  you  can  furnish. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  a  new  question. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  suggest  that  there  are  several  questions  there. 

The  Chairman.  There  does  not  seem  to  be  any  question  there.  It 
does  not  seem  to  be  a  question  at  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  laying  the  found  at ion  f  or  another  a  uestion. 

The  Chairman.  There  does  not  seem  to  be  any  question  there. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  question  is  this: 

You  say  you  were  " compelled  to  resign  from  that  organization. " 
It  is  a  fact,  is  it  not,  that  previous  to  your  resignation  you  had  a 
stormy  interview  with  Mr.  Bird,  and  that  you  were  temporarily  sus- 
pended by  him,  and  that  subsequently  you  appeared  before  the 
executive  committee  and  made  a  statement,  and  that  thereupon  a 
resolution  was  passed  discontinuing  your  services  and  paying  your 
salary  up  to  December  31,  1911  ? 

That  is  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  no  such  question  here,  but  1  will  ask  it 
that  way. 

I  observe  that  in  letter  No.  4381  you  state,  "I  was  compelled  to 
resign  from  that  organization."     You  stated  that,  did  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  didn't  know  that  I  was  compelled  to  resign 
until 

The  Chairman.  Wait.  Were  you  compelled  to  resign  from  the 
organization  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  not  the  question.  The  next  is  the 
question. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  a  fact,  is  it  not,  that  just  previous  to  your 
resignation  you  had  had  a  stormy  interview  witn  Mr.  Bird,  who 
accused  you  of  misconduct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  of  such  a  stormy  interview. 
If  I  am  allowed  to  state,  I  will  state  in  my  way  what  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  sufficient. 

Is  it  not  a  fact  that  you  were  temporarily  suspended  by  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  aware  of  that  fact,  because,  as  I  said,  the 
first  I  knew  that  I  was  suspended 

The  Chairman.  Do  not  explain  now.     You  say  you  were  not. 

Did  you  subsequently  appear  before  the  executive  committee  of  the 
association  on  Monday,  October  23,  1911,  and  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  a  resolution  was  passed  then,  as  follows 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  know  that  there  was  any  resolution  passed 
until  this  was  read  yesterday. 

The  Chairman.  And  is  it  not  a  fact  that  on  October  24,  1911,  the 
board  of  directors  of  the  association  met  and  passed  a  resolution  rati- 
fying the  action  of  the  executive  committee  in  this  regard  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  know  anything  of  that  until  yesterday. 
The  Chairman.  I  showyou  a  letter,  L23,  dated  October  28,  1911, 
from  Mr.  Kirby  to  you.     Tnis  is  the  letter,  Mr.  Mulhall: 

Dear  Mr.  Mulhall:  Your  letter  of  October  25,  conveying  to  me  your  resignation, 
is  duly  received  and  accepted,  to  take  effect  December  31,  1911.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  you  are  under  s  spension  by  Mr.  Bird's  orders,  it  is  my  wish  that  you  engage  in  no 
activity  for  the  association  from  this  date  on,  and  I  am  instructing  Mr.  Bird  to  see  that 
your  check  is  sent  you  reg  ilarly  until  December  31,  as  stated. 

I  will  write  you  further  as  soon  as  I  have  a  little  more  time  at  my  disposal. 

Did  you  receive  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  sufficient. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  But  let  nie  answer  that  question 


The  Chairman.  One  minute.  I  will  ask  you  to  identify  this  letter. 
I  show  you  a  typewritten  copy  of  L7,  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  dated 
3  p.  m.,  December  23,  1911. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Before  that  question  is  passed,  can  I  answer  that 
last  question? 

The  Chairman.  The  question  has  not  come  yet. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  mean  this  last  question  about  my  resigning;  can 
I  answer  that  question  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  submit  there  is  no  question  pending. 

The  Chairman.  The  last  question  was  to  identify  the  letter.  Here 
is  another  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Gentlemen,  before  this  gentleman  butts  in  I  would 
like  to  have  some  counsel  hero.  He  has  been  told  time  and  again  by 
the  chairman 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is,  you  received  that  letter,  did  you 
not? 

Senator  Nelson.  He  said  he  did. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Let  us  see  if  you  wrote  this  letter  of  October  25, 
1911: 

Mr.  John  Kirby, 

President  National  Association  Manufacturers: 

Please  accept  this  as  my  resignation  as  field  agent  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  to  take  effect  the  first  day  of  January,  1911. 

Senator  Cummins.  This  is  not  the  letter  asked  for. 
Mr.  McCarter.  L7,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  dated  September  27,  1911. 
(Note. — This  letter  is  Exhibit  A9  of  this  record.) 
The  Chairman.  This  letter  reads: 

September  27, 1911—3  p.  m. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

3933  Old  York  Road,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  in  possession  of  information  concerning  an  activity  engaged  in  by 
you  during  your  recent  visit  in  Maine.  This  information  is  confirmed  by  your  letters 
of  August  18  and  September  12,  wherein  you  mention  the  name  of  one  S.  T.  Kim- 
ball  

Senator  Walsh.  Permit  me  to  remark  that  that  letter  was  pre- 
sented yesterday,  and  he  testified  as  to  having  received  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator,  I  would  like  to  say  that  I  wanted  to  resign 
out  of  that  organization  forthwith,  an(j  j  tendered  my  resignation 
forthwith 
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Senator  Cummins.  Hold  on. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  stated  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Ana  at  their  request  I  stayed  until  the  1st  of 
January. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  told  that. 

The  Chairman.  When  we  ask  the  question  it  will  be  plain.  The 
letter  was  read  yesterday,  but  I  think  it  is  well  to  read  it  again,  so  you 
will  understand  the  question  asked  you.     The  letter  goes  on: 

I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  by  what  authority  you  feel  it  is  your  duty  to  enter  into 
any  congressional  district  and  represent  yourself  as  being  the  spokesman  for  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  the  selection  of  any  candidate  for  Congress 
to  represent  that  district.  I  would  not  assume  that  responsibility,  and  I  feel  con- 
fident the  president  of  our  association  would  not  without  he  had  taken  counsel  with 
his  board  of  directors  or  executive  committee. 

This  association  repudiates  any  statements  you  have  made  to  any  man  in  that 
district  pertaining  to  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Kimball,  in  so  far  as  its  authorization  may 
have  been  suggested  by  any  official  act  of  this  association.  It  is  distasteful  to  me,  it  is 
annoying  to  Mr.  Kirby,  to  feel  that  a  man  intrusted  with  certain  work  of  the  association 
should  feel  it  within  the  province  of  his  judgment  to  exceed  his  authority  and  mis- 
represent the  association,  as  has  been  done  in  this  case. 

I  further  consider  it  my  duty  to  present  the  facts  of  this  matter  to  the  executive 
committee  of  the  association  for  its  consideration  and  action,  and  this  will  be  done 
by  me  at  the  executive  committee  meeting  to  be  held  on  October  23.    I  will  then 
forward  to  you  the  conclusions  of  the  executive  committee. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

J.  P.  Bird,  Gerund  Manager. 

Do  you  remember  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  ninth  question  is: 

9.  Did  you  not  during  the  year  1912  make  several  efforts,  through 
letters  and  personal  interviews  of  yourself  and  emissaries,  to  be 
reinstated  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  while  certain  officers  were  in  that  organ- 
ization. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  him  answer  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  no  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  no,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

10.  Did  you  not  procure  Congressman  Gardner  to  solicit  your 
reinstatement  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  asked  Mr.  Gardner  to  secure  an  interview  before 
their  executive  board. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  not  quite  it.  The  question  is,  Did  you 
not  procure  Congressman  Gardner  to  solicit  your  reinstatement  ? 

The  Chairman.  Answer  yes  or  no,  please. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  no. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  has  a  right,  if  he  answers  no,  to  qualify  it 
and  say  what  he  did  do. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Can  I  qualify  it  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Answer  what  you  did  do. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  state  that  I  solicited  Mr.  Gardner,  when  those 
gentlemen  were  attending  the  National  Board  of  Trade  convention, 
to  interview  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr.  Bird  and  ask  that  I  might  have  a 
hearing  before  their  executive  board. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

11.  Did  you  not  procure  Congressman  Fairchild  to  solicit  your 
reinstatement  and,  when  he  reported  the  result  of  his  interview,  did 
you  not  tell  him,  after  an  oath,  that  you  would  have*  ^jo\tt  w?*sug$\ 


3500      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  that  I  did  the  same  with  Mr.  Fairchild 
that  I  did  with  Mr.  Gardner. 

The  Chairman.  When  he  reported  the  result  of  his  interview,  did 
you  not  tell  him,  after  an  oath,  that  you  would  have  your  revenge? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  to  my  knowledge;  no,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  show  you  a  letter  dated  September  2,  1912, 
addressed  to  Mr.  J.  Philip  Bird,  general  manager,  and  ask  you  if 
that  is  not  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

He  has  already  identified  that.  Do  you  insist  on  that  question? 
That  is  already  in. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  had  better  see  it;  because  the  next  question 
relates  to  it,  and  he  ought  to  have  it  in  his  mind. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  answer  that  without  looking  it  up.  I  remem- 
ber the  letter. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

13.  I  observe  that  in  the  course  of  this  letter  you  say: 

Now,  another  reason  I  am  writing  this  letter  is  to  show  you  that  I  am  not  in  any  way 
opposing  your  organization,  that  I  nave  always  been  its  friend  and  wish  to  continue  to 
am  in  any  way  I  possibly  can.  *  *  *  I  am  completely  burying  myself  in  this 
matter,  and  the  best  proof  of  this  is  that  I  am  down  here  working  for  Mr.  Gardner  to 
hold  him  as  my  friend  and  the  friend  of  the  association. 

At  the  time  of  writing  that  letter  the  fight  against  the  association 
had  not  yet  commenced,  had  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  writing  a  diplomatic  letter  to  Mr.  Gardner  to 
secure  Mr.  Gardner 

Senator  Nelson.  Answer  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  Wait  a  minute.     Had  your  fight  begun  then  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  had,  in  my  mind. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

13-a.  On  page  131  of  Volume  II  of  the  notes,  you  say:  "I  am  here 
fighting  the  worst  combine  the  world  ever  knew. 

When  did  you  first  realize  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  When  some  of  the  rash  promises  about  making  me 
Congressman  and  Senator  and  other  high  positions  were  broken. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  that  answer? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  when  some  of  the  rash  promises  about 
making  me  Senator  or  Congressman  or  some  other  high  office  for  the 
work  I  done  was  broken. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  realize  that  you  were  fighting  the 
worst  combine  the  world  ever  knew? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  let  their  own  letters  go  for  that.  I  will 
answer  that  in  that  way.     I  will  take  their  own  letters. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

14.  Did  you  not  visit  Spring  Lake  with  Mr.  Samuel  S.  Springer  for 
the  puq>ose  of  seeing  Mr.  Kirby,  the  president  of  the  association;  to 
secure  your  reinstatement? 

Mr.  iluLHALL.  No,  sir.  I  want  to  qualify  that.  I  visited  Mr. 
Kirby,  as  a  later  letter  shows,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  aid  of 
those  men  whose  district  I  was  working  in. 

The  Chairman.  This  was  in  regard  to  Mr.  Springer.  Did  you  not 
visit  Spring  Lake  with  Mr.  Samuel  S.  Springer  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  Air.  Kirby,  the  president  of  the  association,  to  secure  your 
reinstatement  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3501 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

15.  Did  you  not  also  make  a  similar  visit  upon  Mr.  Bird  at  the 
New  York  office,  and  did  he  not  decline  to  reinstate  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.     At  no  time  did  I  visit  Mr.  Bird  at  his  New 
York  office  asking  for  a  reinstatement. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

16.  I  observe  from  letter  4324  that  on  November  11,  1911,  very 
shortly  after  your  discharge,  you  wrote  Congressman  Watson,  inform- 
ing him  as  follows : 

The  action  taken  by  the  executive  committee  of  the  association  left  nothing  for  me 
to  do  but  to  tender  my  resignation,  which  I  done.  I  feel  that  I  have  gotten  the  same 
treatment  from  my  Indiana  friends  that  I  have  gotten  from  my  so-called  friends  in 
the  National  Association  of  Man  i  fact'  rera,  and  hope  that  God  will  spare  me  long 
eno:  gh  to  convince  some  of  those  friends  that  I  still  have  a  splendid  fignt  left  in  me, 
and  that  I  will  be  spared  my  health  and  strength  for  a  few  years  yet  to  pay  back  to  them 
in  a  meas  re  the  same  kind  of  favors  that  have  been  handed  out  to  me  for  the  work  I 
have  done. 

Was  it  because  of  that  determination  that  you  wrote  letter  4341, 
dated  January  26,  1912,  to  McMichael,  in  which  you  say: 

It  is  not  as  full  as  I  would  like  to  have  it,  for  I  particularly  reqi  ested  you  to  let 
me  know  several  days  ahead  when  the  Labor  Committee  world  hold  hearings,  for 
my  principal  object  in  getting  this  information  is  to  find  out,  if  possible,  when  Mr. 
Emery  will  be  attending  any  of  these  hearings,  so  that  I  can  address  the  committee 
in  opposition  to  what  he  is  seeking. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  see  where  the  question  comes  in.  It  is 
just  reading  from  letters.  I  do  not  see  any  question  that  I  can 
answer. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  question  is  involved. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  involved.     I  will  read  it  again. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  suggest  that  you  direct  the  attention  of  the 
witness  to  the  part  which  contains  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  observe  from  letter  4324  that  on  November  11, 
1911,  very  shortly  after  your  discharge,  you  wrote  Congressman 
Watson,  informing  him  what  1  have  read  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  because  of  that  determination,  expressed 
in  that  letter,  that  you  wrote  the  letter  to  McMichael  in  which  you  say: 

It  is  not.  as  full  as  I  would  like  to  have  it,  for  I  particularly  requested  you  to  let  me 
know  several  davs  ahead  when  the  Labor  Committee  would  hold  hearings,"  etc. 

Was  it  because  of  that  determination  that  you  wrote  that  letter  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  m  a  sense;  no,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

17.  Had  you  been  employed  by  anyone  at  this  time  or  were  you 
simply  seeking  to  oppose  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  simply  seeking  to  oppose  Mr.  Emery,  and  to 
show  up  the  workings  of  the  organization  before  some  committee. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

18.  The  same  letter  says: 

Mr.  McDermott  said  he  would  come  over  to  my  home  on  Sunday.  Let  me  know 
if  he  is  coming,  and  if  so,  I  would  like  very  much  to  have  you  come  along  with  him, 
and  I  think  I  can  surprise  both  of  you  with  the  documents  that  can  be  produced. 
Let  me  know  when  you  get  this  letter  when  he  is  coming  and  tell  him  to  make  it  as 
early  as  he  possibly  can  Sunday  morning. 

To  what  documents  were  you  there  referring  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  The  letters  that  I  submitted  to  the  New  York 
World. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

19.  I  observe  in  the  third  volume  of  the  stenographic  report  of  the 
evidence,  at  page  112,  in  your  letter  to  Mr.  Maxwell,  dated  May  16, 
1913,  you  say: 

I  feel  that  with  the  documents  in  his  hands  that  I  have  been  gathering  for  the  last 
10  years,  etc. 

These  are  the  same  documents  that  you  expected  to  show  to 
McDermott,  are  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  it  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  you  have  been 
"gathering"  those  documents  ever  since  your  discharge? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

20.  In  Document  No.  4355  appears  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mc- 
Michael  to  you,  dated  February  12,  1912,  in  which  he  says: 

There  is  no  chance  of  taking  the  matters  we  spoke  of  to  the  newspapers  in  N.  Y. 
until  after  we  get  some  money  in  Chicago  and  after  the  fight,  because  if  we  start 
anything  until  then,  it  will  put  us  on  the  own  for  getting  anything  in  Chicago. 

What  are  "the  matters  we  spoke  of"  that  were  to  be  taken  to  the 
newspapers  in  New  York  at  so  early  a  date  as  February  12,  1912? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  think  that  would  be  a  question  for  Mr. 
McMichael  to  answer.  I  am  not  defining  Mr.  McMicnaePs  letters,  or 
his  meaning. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  not  appear  and  oppose  Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  account  of  the  sickness  of  the  only  human  being 
on  God's  earth  that  I  was  fighting  for  when  this  gang  went  back  on  me. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is,  Why  did  you  not  appear  and 
oppose  Emery  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  object  to  that  question. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  utterly  immaterial  why  he  did  not  appear. 
What  difference  does  it  make  in  this  investigation  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  May  I  be  permitted  to  be  heard  on  that  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  we  will  hear  you. 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  response  to  question  17  he  says  he  was  em- 
ployed by  no  one  at  this  time,  but  was  simply  seeking  to  oppose 
Emery.  He  says:  "I  was  simply  seeking  information  so  that  I 
might  go  before  the  committee  ancf  oppose  him."  The  next  question 
I  have  suggested,  inasmuch  as  he  says  it  was  his  object,  is,  Why  did 
he  not  go  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  may  be  permitted 

Senator  Reed.  Wait  a  minute. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  the  question  has  any  bearing  on 
this  inquiry. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  it  is  a  perfectly  proper  question,  but  he 
has  already  answered  it. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  utterly  immaterial. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  look  at  it  in  that  way.  He  has  testi- 
fied that  he  wanted  the  information  so  as  to  go  before  the  committee 
when  Mr.  Emery  was  present,  and  expose  him.  He  testified  to  that 
in  his  direct  examination;  and  I  assume  that  they  are  trying  to  test 
his  credibility,  or  the  truth  of  that  statement,  and  therefore  they 
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come  here  and  ask:  "Why  did  you  not  appear  and  oppose  Mr. 
Emery  and  expose  him  before  one  of  these  committees,"  and  he 
has  answered  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  answer,  Senator.  When  you  are  in  a  cam- 
paign, do  you  tell  all  your  plans  at  the  start  ? 

Tne  Chairman.  Wait  a  minute. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  have  answered  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  has  been  answered,  so  that  is  all 
over.    Let  us  ask  the  next  one. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  us  go  on. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

21.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  during  the  past  year  you  and  Samuel  S. 
Springer,  who  resided  at  your  house,  were  engaged  in  culling  out  and 
arranging  these  papers,  some  of  which  were  subsequently  published 
in  the  World,  and  also  produced  before  this  committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

22.  Is  it  not  a  fact  also  that  you  deputized  Mr.  Springer  to  visit  the 
Philadelphia  Press,  the  Philadelphia  Kecord,  and  other  publications 
of  that  city  for  the  purpose,  if  possible,  of  selling  those  papers  to  the 
press? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  vicious  lie,  from  start  to  finish. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  not  a  lie;  that  is  a  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Then  I  say  no. 

The  Chairman.  You  must  not  use  such  language  as  that.  I  have 
cautioned  you  time  and  time  again. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  right;  I  will  apologize  to  your  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  I  rise  to  remark,  however,  tnat  he  has  had  some 
illustrious  examples  in  the  use  of  that  kind  of  language;  but  I  think 
the  witness  ought  to  quit  it. 

The  Chairman.  Yes.     The  next  question  is: 

23.  In  response  to  an  inquiry  by  Senator  Reed,  at  page  133,  vol- 
ume 3  of  the  stenographic  report,  you  stated  unequivocally  that  you 
had  not  sold  the  papers  to  the  New  York  World.  Was  that  state- 
ment true  ? 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  that  question  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  recital  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  testi- 
mony, and  I  insist  that  the  testimony  be  read  instead  of  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  counsel  in  respect  to  what  its  purport  is. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  fairest  way  to  do  that. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  page  ? 

The  Chairman.  Page  113  of  volume  3. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Shall  I  read  it? 

The  Chairman.  Will  Senator  Cummins  please  read  it  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  It  begins: 

Did  you  send  a  letter  similar  to  that? 

That  refers  to  a  letter  beginning  on  page  112.  It  is  a  letter  written 
May  16,  1913,  to  Mr.  Perriton  Maxwell,  editor  Hearst's  Magazine, 
381  Fourtn  Avenue,  New  York.     It  is  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Maxwell:  I  have  been  anxious  for  some  time  to  write  you,  but  I 
am  still  engaged  in  digging  through  the  letters  in  the  files  in  my  home,  l  am  more 
impressed  than  ever  with  the  fact  that  the  great  syndicate  of  papers  that  is  owned 
ana  controlled  by  Mr.  Ifearet  should  own  these  documents  that  I  nave  in  my  posses- 
sion, for  I  have  been  a  reader  of  Mr.  Hearst's  papers  and  periodicals  for  the  past  20 
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Mr.  McCarter.  Strike  out  of  the  question  the  word  u  unequivo- 
cally/J  if  you  wish. 

Ixie  Chairman.  I  read  the  question  as  it  is  written: 

23.  In  response  to  an  inquiry  by  Senator  Reed,  at  page  113, 
volume  3  of  the  stenographic  report,  you  stated  unequivocally  that 
you  had  not  sold  these  papers  to  the  New  York  World. 

Counsel  desires  to  leave  out  the  word  "unequivocally." 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  fair  question.  I  think 
you  should  recite  the  entire  record  as  I  have  read  it  in  order  to  make 
it  fair. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  statement  true,  that  you  stated  unequiv- 
ocally that  you  had  not  sold  the  papers  to  the  New  York  World  ? 

Senator  Reed.  He  never  made  such  a  statement.  Of  course,  it  is 
manifest  from  the  text  that  he  started  to  explain,  and  I  stopped  him, 
as  you  will  see  by  reading.     I  said: 

Colonel,  if  you  will  have  these  documents  you  speak  of  here  this  afternoon,  showing 
the  matter  of  your  dealings  with  these  newspapers,  we  will  put  them  all  in. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  the  question  be  put  to  him  as  to  whether  the 
testimony  that  he  gave,  as  read  by  Senator  Cummins,  is  true. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  statement  true,  as  read  by  Senator  Cum- 
mins? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

24.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  the  month  of  March,  1913,  you  were  nego- 
tiating with  Mr.  Maxwell,  the  editor  of  Hearst's  Magazine,  for  nis 
publication  of  a  large  mass  of  documents,  and  that  one  Itichard  Barry 
was  directed  by  Mr.  Maxwell  to  visit  your  residence  for  the  purpose 
of  examining  tne  material  and  to  make  a  report  as  to  its  availability, 
and  did  not  Mr.  Barry  make  such  a  report  in  favor  of  the  availability 
thereof  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Barry's  report 
until 

The  Chairman.  The  first  question  is,  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  the 
month  of  March,  1913,  you  were  negotiating  with  Mr.  Maxwell,  the 
editor  of  Hearst's  Magazine,  for  his  publication  of  a  large  mass  of 
documents  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Barry  was,  yes;  and  I  guess  he  had  my  approval 
to  negotiate. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  one  Richard  Barry  was  directed  by  Mr. 
Maxwell  to  visit  your  residence?  You  do  not  know,  I  suppose, 
whether  Maxwell  was  directed  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know.  I  only  know  that  Barry  did  come 
to  my  residence  and  stayed  there  three  days,  looking  over  the  letters. 

The  Chairman.  Did  not  Mr.  Barry  later  make  a  report  in  favor  of 
their  availability  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  saw  Barry's  report  until  I  was  down  in  the 
New  York  World  office  to  finish  a  contract  with  those  people.  Then 
I  told  them  at  that  time  that  I  never  saw  his  report,  did  not  know 
what  kind  of  a  report  he  made. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

25.  Did  you  not,  while  Mr.  Barry  was  examining  the  documents, 
suggest  to  nim  that  in  the  event  of  Hearst's  Magazine  not  accepting 
the  material  perhaps  he,  Barry,  could  market  it  elsewhere  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  to  my  memory;  no,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  did  not  Mr.  Barry  on  your  behalf,  after  the 
rejection  of  the  offer  by  Hearst,  offer  the  material  to  the  editor  of 
Pearson's  Magazine  and  to  the  editor  of  Everybody's  Magazine. 

Mr.  Muluall.  I  had  interviews  with  Barry,  and  his  statement  was 
that  he  was  going  to  j^et  the  matter  up  in  the  shape  of  a  book  and  put 
the  book  on  the  market. 

The  Ciiaibman.  Answer  the  question.  Did  Mr.  Barry,  on  your 
behalf,  after  Mr.  Hearst  had  rejected  it,  offer  the  material  to  fear- 
son's  Magazine  and  to  Everybody's  Magazine? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  on  my  behalf;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  he  do  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  did,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

26.  Did  not  the  situation  remain  in  statu  quo  until  the  publication 
by  President  Wilson  of  his  message  with  regard  to  the  existence  of  an 
"insidious  lobbv,"  and  did  not  Mr.  Barry  immediately,  on  your  behalf, 
then  offer  the  documents  to  the  New  York  Times  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  part  of  the  question  as  to  whether  the  matter 
did  not  remain  in  statu  quo 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  a  mere  deduction. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  I  do  not  attach  any  importance  to  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  part  which  refers  to  the  statu  quo  is  only  a 
conclusion. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  Mr.  Barry  immediately  after  this,  on  your 
behalf,  offer  the  documents  to  the  New  York  Times  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  Mr.  Ochs,  the  proprietor  of  that  paper,  decline 
to  publish  them  ? 

Sir.  Mulhall.  That  I  do  not  know.  I  am  not  positive  whether 
that  was  so  or  not. 

The  Chaibman.  The  next  question  is: 

26-a.  Is  it  not  true  that  in  one  of  your  interviews  with  Mr.  Barry 
you  suggested  to  him  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
would  be  glad  to  pay  $150,000,  or  some  other  large  sum,  for  these 
documents  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  statement  is  entirely  wrong. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  say  that  is  not  true  F 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  not  true,  sir. 

The  CnAiBMAN.  The  next  question  is: 

27.  Did  not  Mr.  Barry  then  offer  the  material  to  the  New  York 
World,  and  did  not  you,  in  every  one  of  your  conferences  with  Mr. 
Barry  in  regard  to  the  matter,  insist  that  you  should  be  adequately 
reimbursed  for  your  material  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  what  agreement  Mr.  Barry  had  at  his 
first  interview  with  the  New  York  World  people.     I  was  not  present. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  not  Barry  offer  the  material  to  the  New  York 
World  ? 

The  Chaibman.  He  said  he  did  not  know  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  know  that.  I  had  one  interview  with  the 
New  York  World,  with  Mr.  Barry. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  insist  that  you  should  be  adequately 
reimbursed  for  your  material  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  At  Barry's  request  I  believe  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  finally,  while  lunching  at  the  McAlpin 
Hotel  in  the  city  of  New  York,  agree  that  Barry  could  dispose  of  the 
material  provided  you  received  for  yourself  $5,000  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  made  no  such  agreement  with  Mr.  Barry, 
because  I  did  not  know,  and  neither  did  Air.  Barry  or  anybody  else 
know,  what  the  New  York  World  would  give  for  the  documents. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

28.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  thereupon  Mr.  Barry  negotiated  a  contract 
with  the  New  York  World  on  your  behalf,  and  that  you  signed  a  con- 
tract with  that  paper  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  likewise  entered  into  an  agreement  with  Mr. 
Barry  on  the  28th  of  May,  1913,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy? 

Senator  Nelson.  That  contract  has  not  been  read. 

The  Chairman  [Reading] : 

39  West  67th  Street,  New  York  City,  May  28th,  1913.  This  agreement,  by  and 
between  Martin  M.  Mulhall  and  Richard  Barry,  made  on  the  above  date,  at  the  above 
place,  to  record  and  specify  the  following: 

Senator  Reed.  T  suggest  that  if  the  original  document  is  here,  it 
be  produced  and  shown  to  the  witness,  as  it  is  the  best  evidence. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  alleged  copies  of  alleged  copies 
have  been  produced  here.  We  have  not  the  original.  We  have  a 
copy  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  My  suggestion  was  that  if  the  original  was  here,  it 
be  produced. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  have  not  got  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  have  not  been  following  any  such  technical 
rule  as  to  other  correspondence. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand  that.  I  do  not  want  to  be  technical. 
I  have  never  seen  this  document. 

Senator  Cummins.  Have  we  a  copy  of  it? 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  never  seen  it.  It  seemed  to  me  that  if  the 
original  was  here,  it  should  be  produced. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  original  has  been  filed  in  the  suit  of  Barry 
against  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  I  thought  if  it  was  a  long  document — and  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  the  length  of  it — it  would  be  fair  to  the  witness 
to  Droduce  the  original. 

■Senator  Nelson.  We  have  not  been  as  technical  here  in  the  com- 
mittee as  they  would  be  in  a  court  of  justice.  Mr.  Barry  is  here,  is 
he  not,  if  there  is  any  question  about  it? 

Senator  Reed.  All  I  had  in  mind,  Senator,  was  this,  that  if  the 
document  was  here,  it  should  be  handed  to  the  witness,  and  the 
witness  be  allowed  to  see  the  original. 

The  Chairman.  Look  at  that  copy. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  him  look  at  it,  and  then  he  can  state  if  he  signed 
that  document. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  copy).  Yes;  I  signed  that  docu- 
ment with  Mr.  Barry. 

Senator  Cummins.  This  document,  which  we  are  about  to  read? 

Senator  Walsh.  A  document  of  which  this  is  a  copy  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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The  Chairman.  Now  I  will  read  it: 

39  West  Sixty-seventh  Street,  New  York  City,  May  28,  1913.  This  agreement,  by 
and  between  Alar  tin  M.  Mulhall  and  Richard  Carry,  made  on  the  above  date,  at  the 
above  place,  to  record  and  specify  the  following: 

1.  That  Richard  Barry  it)  to  devote  his  energies  and  his  counsel,  to  the  best  of  his 
ability,  in  the  selling  of  political  letters  possessed  by  Col.  Mulhall  to  such  newspapers, 
magazines,  or  publications  as  he  may  choose. 

2.  Col.  Mulhall  is  not  to  dispose  of  any  of  the  letters  except  with  the  advice  and 
counsel  and  conduct  of  Richard  Barry,  and  he  agrees  that  he  will  place  the  letters  in 
the  hands  of  said  Barry  whenever  requested,  under  the  terms  of  future  contracts  still 
to  be  made. 

3.  That  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  these  letters  in  any  and  every  form,  whether 
to  newspapers,  to  magazines,  or  publications,  to  be  shared  share  and  share  alike  by 
the  said  Mulhall  and  Barry;  that  is,  Mulhall  is  to  receive  50  per  cent  of  the  proceeds 
and  Barry  50  per  cent. 

(Signed)  Richard  Barry. 

•  (Signed)  Martin  M.  Mulhall. 

Witness: 

Elizabeth  Barry. 

The  next  question  is: 

29.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  subsequently  Mr.  Barry  commenced  a  suit 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  New  York  against  you  for  the 
recovery  of  his  half  of  the  $10,000 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say — can  I  qualify 

The  Chairman.  Wait  until  you  hear  the  question.  You  may 
answer  it,  and  then  you  may  make  an  explanation.    It  reads: 

29.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  subsequently  Mr.  Barry  commenced  a  suit 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  New  York  against  you  lor  the 
recovery  of  his  half  of  the  $10,000  which  the  Press  Publishing  Co., 
owners  and  publishers  of  the  New  York  World,  agreed  to  give  for  the 
material  ? 

Did  he  begin  a  suit  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  do  you  want  to  say  about  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  in  relation  to  that  suit,  that  I  did  not 
know  Mr.  Barry  commenced  a  suit  against  me.  I  can  bring  proof 
from  the  officials  of  the  New  York  World  that  I  never  attempted  to 
withhold  from  Mr.  Barry  his  rights  or  anything  else,  and  that  he 
broke  his  own  contract  a  long  time  before  the  publication  of  the 
article,  by  bringing  the  suit,  and  I  did  not  know  at  any  time  that  he 
had  brought  the  suit  until  I  read  it  in  the  papers,  and  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  any  refusal  of  mine 

Senator  Nelson.  I  understood  once  here  in  the  proceedings  that 

Sou  wanted  the  case  adjourned  on  a  Friday  so  that  you  could  go  to 
few  York  on  Saturday  and  attend  to  that  suit  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  thought  you  said  something  of  that  kind. 
Senator  Reed.  He  wanted  to  do  some  negotiating  regarding  that 
transaction  which  was  in  suit. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wanted  to  see  the  New  York  World  people  on  that 
matter,  as  I  had  a  letter  on  that  subject. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

30.  Have  you  ever  paid  Barry  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  had  no  opportunity  to  pay  Mr.  Barry. 
Senator  Cummins.  Have  you  ever  paid  Him? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  and  he  has  enjoined  the  New  York  World 
from  paying  that  money  to  myself  or  anybody  else. 
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The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

30a.  Have  you  produced  here  all  of  the  letters  that  passed  between 
you  and  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say  that.  I  said  yesterday  that  I  had  15 
files  of  letters,  and  that  I  did  not  have  an  opportunity  of  going  over 
the  letters.  There  were  a  lot  of  letters  put  in  here  that  1  never  in- 
tended to  come  here,  because  I  did  not  have  an  opportunity  of 
examining  the  files. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  answer  the  question  that  you  do  not  know 
whether  you  have  or  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

31.  Meantime,  and  a  few  aays  before  the  making  of  the  aforesaid 
agreement  with  Mr.  Barry,  had  you  not  sent  out  to  the  officers  and 
members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  a  letter  dated 
Maj  19,  1913,  signed  by  you,  and  which  I  now  show  you  and  ask  you 
to  identify  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Here  is  the  letter. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  in  the  record  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  was  read  yesterday — the  very  letter  that 
is  referred  to — although  I  can  not  say  with  certainty.  Let  me  ask 
counsel  if  that  was  in  the  file  that  had  the  accounts  in  it  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes.     Here  is  the  letter,  marked  in  blue  pencil  Rl. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  letter.  It  is  dated  Baltimore,  Md., 
May  19,  1913,  and  is  addressed: 

To  the  officers  and  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  I  read  that  yesterday. 
The  Chairman.  There  is  a  question  based  upon  it,  and  I  think  it 
should  be  read  again. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

The  Chairman.  That  letter  is  as  follows: 

(Rl) 

Baltimore,  Md.,  May  19th,  1913. 
To  the  officers  and  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Gentlemen:  I  am  sending  out  several  letters  to  the  members  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  relating  to  the  campaign  of  last  year. 

At  the  special  request  of  several  of  the  members  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  I  took  charge  of  the  campaign  of  Congressman  John  J.  Gardiner,  of  the 
second  New  Jersey  district,  and  assisted  in  the  election  of  Mr.  George  W.  Fairchild, 
of  the  twenty-fourth  New  York  district,  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott,  of  the  fourth 
Illinois  district,  Mr.  Martin  B.  Madden,  of  the  first  Illinois  district,  and  Mr.  J.  Hamp- 
ton Moore,  of  the  third  Pennsylvania  district,  all  of  whom  have  been  in  the  past 
splendid  workers  in  behalf  of  your  organization.  Besides  this,  I  did  active  organiza- 
tion work  against  Mr.  William  Hughes,  who  was  running  for  United  States  Senator 
in  New  Jersey,  and  Mr.  William  B.  Wilson,  who  was  running  for  Congress  in  the 
fifteenth  Pennsylvania  district. 

I  feel  positive  you  will  see  by  the  letters  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  and  Mr.  Kirby  and 
Bird's  replies  (copies  of  which  are  enclosed  with  this  letter),  that  if  they  would  join 
with  the  active  workers  in  New  Jersey  and  Pennsylvania,  and  give  them  any  aid,  two 
of  the  worst  labor  agitators  there  are  in  the  country  would  have  been  defeated  instead 
of  being  elected  last  year.  This  can  be  proven  to  any  conservative  member  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  Bird  completely  turned  down  the  proposition  of  one  of  the  biggest  organiza- 
tions in  this  country.  In  answer  to  a  letter  I  Bent  him  he  wrote  back  that  he  was  not 
asleep  at  the  switch,  but  later  events  prove  that  he  was  completely  asleep  at  the  switch, 
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and  instead  of  helping  in  the  campaigns,  he  sent  back  one  of  the  most  vicious  message! 
possible  bv  a  representative  of  Mr.  Gardiner,  which  affidavit  that  is  attached  to  thesB 
papers  wiil  clearly  prove.  I  am  sending  this  letter,  in  addition  to  many  others,  to 
prove  the  kind  of  service  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  is  getting 
with  their  present  force. 

The  old  organization  that  was  dropped  on  the  first  of  January,  1912,  is  appealing 
to  you  for  a  hearing.  Will  you  give  it,  or  will  you  give  it  through  the  public  pees  to 
the  decent  manufacturers  of  this  country?  We  are  determined  to  show  up  tie  i&ke 
workers  that  you  employ  at  the  present  time  before  this  fight  is  ended. 

We  wish  to  keep  the  fight  within  the  ranks  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers, but  we  are  determined  to  drive  out  the  fakers;  so,  gentlemen,  take  your 
choice. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

M.  M.  MULHALL, 

Late  General  Field  Agent  and  Washington  Representative. 

Did  you  not  send  out  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

32.  I  observe  you  say  in  this  letter: 

The  old  organization  that  was  dropped  on  the  first  of  January,  1912,  is  appealing  to 
you  for  a  hearing.  Will  you  give  it,  or  will  you  give  it  through  the  public  press  to  the 
decent  manufacturers  of  this  country?  We  are  determined  to  show  up  the  fake  workers 
that  you  employ  at  the  present  time  before  this  fight  is  ended. 

To  how  many  gentlemen  connected  with  the  association  did  you 
send  a  letter  like  the  copy  J  have  just  shown  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  every  member  of  the  executive  board,  to  offi- 
cials of  the  organization,  and  to  some  outside  acquaintances  that  I 
had  in  the  organization. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

32a.  Did  not  the  association  meet  in  May,  1913,  in  annual  con- 
vention in  Detroit,  and  did  you  not  send  a  copy  of  that  communication 
to  every  officer,  director,  and  member  of  the  association  just  before 
that  convention  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

33.  I  show  you  Pi,  a  typewritten  letter  dated  March  22,  1913, 
purporting  to  be  signed  by  you  and  addressed  to  the  officers  and 
members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  Did  you 
also  send  out  to  the  officers  and  members  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  a  communication  of  which  this  is  a  copy  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Look  the  letter  over  and  read  it  through.  [Hand- 
ing witness  a  letter.] 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  the  original  letter  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes.     That  is,  it  is  a  circular  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  a  printed  signature  to  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).     Yes;  I  sent  that  letter. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  desire  to  have  it  read  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  May  I  look  at  it  a  moment  ?  [After  examination:] 
It  has  the  same  general  suggestions  in  it  as  the  preceding  one.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  to  take  time  to  read  it  now. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  it  ought  to  go  into  the  record. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  it  go  into  the  record. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  desire  to  take  the  time  to  read  it. 

Senator  Reed.  The  reporter  can  incorporate  it  in  the  record. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 
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fThe  letter  referred  to  is  here  printed  in  full,  as  follows:) 

>y]  (Pi) 

March  22,  1913. 

the  officers  and  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers: 

'or  about  ten  years  I  was  general  field  agent  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
iirera  and  for  over  six  years  I  was  in  complete  charge  of  the  Washington  work, 
il  1907,  when  Mr.  Emery  was  placed  in  charge  of  the  Washington  end  of  the  work 
Mr.  Jas.  W.  Van  Cleave,  president  of  the  N.  A.  of  M.  Until  January  1st,  1912, 
Je  Mr.  Emery  was  in  Washington,  it  was  my  work  and  not  Mr.  Emery's  that  stopped 
class  legislation  which  was  opposed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
a  1907  to  1912  and  kept  the  labor  lobby  completely  oit  of  the  saddle. 
am  sending  a  series  of  letters  to  all  of  the  officers  of  the  National  Association  of 
lufacturere  and  to  most  of  its  active  members,  and  I  am  positive  that  I  can  prove 
hem,  if  they  will  read  the  letters  I  am  sending,  who  was  responsible  for  the  up- 
Iding  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  who  is  now  responsible 
its  complete  defeat  for  the  past  15  months  in  both  the  Washington  work  and  the 
i  work  all  over  the  Nation;  for  it  is  a  well-known  fact  that  your  organization  has 
erted  its  friends  to  gratify  the  petty  jealousy  of  a  few  of  your  officers  who  are  now 
ning  the  organization,  and  who  have  gotten  into  power  through  misrepresentation, 
have  been  convinced  by  many  friends  in  and  around  Washington  that  this  is  the 
per  move  to  make  at  this  time,  and  I  hope  to  convince  the  gentlemen  to  whom  I 
sending  these  letters  that  it  is  for  the  good  of  the  organization,  and  that  it  is  the 
f  motive  I  have  in  trying  to  call  their  attention  to  the  situation  as  it  had  existed 
>re  1912,  and  to  the  conditions  of  affairs  as  it  has  existed  for  the  past  15  months, 
his  is  a  fight  for  fair  play,  and  hoping  you  will  read  these  letters,  and  see  matters 
;hey  stand,  believe  me  to  be, 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

(Signed)  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

3933  Old  York  Rood,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Che  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

$5.  Please  refer  to  letter  4372,  4373.     Is  that  a  copy  of  letter  dated 

y  26,  1913,  which  you  addressed  to  Mr.  Watson? 

me  witness  has  already  said  that  it  is. 

£r.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

16.  I  observe  in  this  letter  you  state: 

know  I  told  you  in  the  past  or  a  year  before  I  left  the  organization  that  Emery 
Bird  were  almost  making  it  impossible  for  me  to  stay  within  its  ranks  and  do  good 
k.  and  they  succeeded  in  making  it  so  hot  for  me  that  I  left  the  organization  on  the 
of  January,  1912,  and  as  I  stated  to  you  in  my  letter,  every  effort  they  have  made 
re  then  has  been  a  failure,  and  if  they  would  do  me  justice  with  the  executive 
rd  of  the  organization  and  do  themselves  justice,  I  have  been  told  by  leading 
nbers  of  the  executive  board  that  I  would  be  asked  back  into  the  organization, 
ch  I  have  been  anxious  to  have  brought  around  in  that  way  for  the  past  eight  or 
d  months. 

have  been  working  in  other  organizations  since  1  left  the  manufacturers,  but  the 
k  has  not  been  steady  or  agreeable,  and  I  know  very  well  that  if  you  would  interest 
rself  with  Mr.  Parry  and  see  him  in  my  behalf  and  make  a  personal  request  of  him 
pet  busy,  he  would  do  so. 

A  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  at  the  time  of  the  writing  of  the  letter 

t  referred  to,  and  those  to  the  board  of  directors  and  members  of 

\  association,  you  were  anxious  to  secure  a  reinstatement  in  the 

ociation  ? 

tfr.   Mulhall.  If  certain   conditions  were  brought  about,   yes. 

fir.  Emery  and  Mr.  Bird  were  out  of  the  organization,  I  would  gladly 

re  gone  back  into  it. 

k£r.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  we  now  under  the  ruling  of  the 

nmittee  submit  another  question  founded  upon  that  letter  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  You  may  draft  your  question. 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  have  no  time  to  write  it  out  now. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  will  come  back  to  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  now  put  the  next  question: 

37.  Your  contract  with  Mr.  Barry,  above  referred  to,  is  dated  two 
days  after  the  letter  to  Watson  just  referred  to.  What  is  the  date 
of  your  contract  with  the  publishers  of  the  New  York  World  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  not  a  copy  of  the  contract  here,  so  I  could 
not  say  what  the  date  is. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  not  after  the  date  of  that  letter  to  Mr. 
Watson,  which  was  quoted  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  it  was  after  the  date  of  this  letter  to  Mr. 
Watson.  I  mean  the  contract  I  made  with  the  World  was  after  this 
letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  long  after? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  had  a  copy  of  the  contract,  I  could  tell  you. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  the  contract  with  Mr.  Barry.  He  has  two 
contracts,  one  with  the  World  and  one  with  Mr.  Barry. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  considered  that  I  had  any  contract  with 
Mr.  Barry.     He  broke  his  contract. 

Senator  Cummins.  Where  is  the  contract  with  the  World  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  never  have  seen  it  in  my  life. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  has  not  been  put  in  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  have  never  seen  it. 

Senator  Reed.  The  truth  is  that  I  intended  to  go  into  that  matter 
fully,  and  it  escaped  my  memory. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  letter  to  Mr.  Watson  was  written  two  days 
before  you  had  made  this  contract  with  Mr.  Barry,  that  has  been  read  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

38.  I  notice  in  the  letter  to  Mr.  Watson,  just  referred  to,  you  make 
particular  reference  to  Messrs.  Emery  and  Bird.  Did  you  feel  pe- 
culiarly vindictive  toward  them ;  and  if  so,  why  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  account  of  Mr.  Bird's  persistency  in  secrecy  and 
gum-shoe  work,  and  his  treatment  of  me  at  different  times,  and  Mr. 
Emery  continually  appearing  before  the  board  of  directors  of  this 
organization  and  at  their  annual  conventions  and  everything  else,  and 
taking  complete  credit  for  all  of  the  work  that  was  done  here,  and 
giving  nobody  else  any  credit  at  all — treatment  of  that  kind. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  Is: 

39.  On  page  203  of  volume  12  of  the  stenographic  report  you  de- 
clare that.  "Mr.  Emery  drew  a  check  of  $100  a  month  and  $20  went 
to  Mr.  Harry  Parker  and  $30  to  Mr.  Henry  Neal  and  $50  to  Mr. 
McMichael" ;  that  that  check  was  drawn  every  month  by  Mr.  Emery 
to  your  order,  and  cashed  and  distributed  by  you. 

On  page  202  you  say  that  the  payments  of  $50  a  month  to  Mc- 
Michael  commenced  in  1909  and  continued  until  the  last  of  December, 
1911. 

On  page  204  you  say  that  the  checks  were  running,  you  believe,  all 
the  time  you  were  dealing  with  McMichael,  at  the  rate  of  $50  a 
month,  up  to  the  end  of  1911  when,  for  the  last  month  or  two,  the 
account  of  the  organization  will  show  that  you  paid  McMichael  from 
the  New  York  office. 
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Do  you  still  adhere  to  that  statement,  and  what  is  the  fact  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Emery's  connection  with  the  payments  to  McMichael, 
Parker,  and  Neal  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do,  to  my  best  knowledge  and  belief  at  this  time 
as  to  the  dates. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  fact  with  regard  to  Mr.  Emery's  con- 
nection with  the  payments  to  McMichael,  Parker,  and  Neal  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  agreement  was  with  Mr.  Emery.  I  fully  made 
him  acquainted  witn  every  move  I  made  concerning  McMichael,  and 
Mr.  Emery  drew  the  checks  on  his  bank,  the  trust  company,  where 
he  held  his  office,  and  the  first  check  he  gave  me  he  sent  down  his 
stenographer  to  have  me  recognized,  and  directed  me  how  to  make 
those  payments.     I  ask  to  produce  the  checks,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  McCartee.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  think  the  witness  should 
be  permitted  to  inject  anything  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  1  want,  as  a  member  of  the  committee,  to  ask  a 
question.  I  desire  to  have  the  answer  read.  There  is  some  matter 
in  it  that  I  do  not  think  is  plain. 

(The  reporter  repeated  the  answer,  as  follows:) 

"My  agreement  was  with  Mr.  Emery.  I  fully  made  him  acquainted 
with  every  move  I  made  concerning  McMichael,  and  Mr.  Emery 
drew  the  checks  on  his  bank,  the  trust  company,  where  he  held  his 
office,  and  the  first  check  he  gave  me  he  sent  down  his  stenographer 
to  have  me  recognized  and  directed  me  how  to  make  those  payments. 
I  ask  to  produce  the  checks,  Mr.  Chairman." 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  he  drew  the  checks  on  his  bank,  the  trust 
company,  where  he  held  his  office.  Do  you  mean  the  trust  company 
located  in  the  building  where  he  had  his  office  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  the  bank;  the  Union  Trust  Co.,  I  think  it  is 
called. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  it  a  check  made  payable  to  your  order  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  something  about  a  stenographer  going 
down  to  "recognize"  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  have  me  recognized  by  the  paying  teller. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  by  that  that  sne  went  down  and 
introduced  you  to  the  paying  teller  of  the  bank,  telling  him  who  you 
were? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

40.  Were  such  payments  made  every  month  during  1909,  1910,  and 
1911  with  the  exception  above  noted  ?  If  not,  for  what  months  were 
they  made  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  While  Congress  was  in  session,  I  believe  for  the 
first,  1909,  1910,  and  1911,  and  I  believe  from  1911  it  went  the  entire 
year  around  to  McMichael.     I  am  not  positive  as  to  the  other  two. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  see  if  I  understand.  In  1909  and  1910 
it  was  paid  only  while  Congress  was  in  session  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  in  1911  it  was  for  the  whole  year? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  As  far  as  McMichael  is  concerned  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  mean  McMichael. 
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The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

40-a.  I  also  direct  your  attention  to  jrour  verified  statement  in 
the  World  of  Monday,  June  30,  1913,  in  which  you  state  that  "McMi- 
chael's  salary  was  $50  a  month,  to  which  were  made  constant  and 
frequent  additions  from  time  to  time,  these  additions  during  an 
exciting  session  amounting  frequently  to  over  $100  a  week." 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  ought  to  correct  that  by  saying,  between  McMichael 
and  McDermott. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

41.  There  was  a  special  session  in  1909  that  lasted,  I  believe,  until 
some  time  in  August.  What  is  the  fact,  during  that  period,  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Emery's  connection  with  the  payments  to  McMichael, 
Parker,  and  Neal  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  my  statement  before, 
to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief 

Senator  Reed.  Let  us  have  the  question  again. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is: 

41.  There  was  a  special  session  in  1909  that  lasted,  I  believe,  until 
some  time  in  August.     What  is  the  fact,  during  that  period,  with  re- 

fard  to  Mr.  Emery's  connection  with  the  payments  to  McMichael, 
'arker,  and  Neal  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  a  question  in  regard  to  that.  When 
was  Mr.  Emery  in  Europe  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  These  questions  that  follow  here  cover  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  my  best  knowledge  and  belief 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suggest  that  these  questions  here  that  relate  to 
it  be  put  by  the  committee,  and  then  we  will  get  it  all. 

Senator  Keed.  Very  well. 

The  Chairman.  You  answered  that  question  by  saying  to  the  best 
of  your  knowledge  and  belief. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  time  in  1909  was  the  first  payment  to 
McMichael  made  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  rather  have  Mr.  McMichael  make  that 
statement  when  he  is  on  the  witness  stand. 

The  Chairman.  Answer  yes  or  no,  if  you  know. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  positive  of  the  date. 

Mr.  McCarter.  He  stated  positively  here 

Senator  Walsh.  We  can  not  argue  this.  We  have  to  take  the 
witness's  statement  for  it.  We  can  not  argue  now  any  contradictions 
that  there  may  be  in  his  testimony.  You  will  have  to  take  his  testi- 
mony as  it  comes. 

Mr.  Emery.  But  he  stated  that  he  made  a  payment.  I  only  want 
to  get  his  testimony  as  to  when  he  made  the  payment. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  has  told  you  that  he  can  not  tell  the  date. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

42.  Do  you  not  know  that  as  a  matter  of  fact  Mr.  Emery  was  at  the 
Pacific  coast  from  early  in  May  until  the  end  of  September,  in  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  know  that.  Mr.  fernery  frequently 
made  trips  to  the  Pacific  coast,  as  I  understand,  for  the  National 
Council  tor  Industrial  Defense  and  for  the  purpose  of  collections, 
but  I  do  not  know  of  his  staying  there  continuously. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 
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43.  Do  you  not  also  know  that  Mr.  Emery  was  in  Europe  from 
about  the  10th  of  July  until  the  15th  of  November,  1910,  and  that  he 
was  at  the  Pacific  coast  during  the  months  of  September  and  October, 
in  1911? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  just  remember  the  arrangement  made 
while  Mr.  Emery  was  absent. 

Senator  Nelson.  Answer  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Emery  was  in 
Europe 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman  (continuing).  From  about  the  10th  of  July  until 
the  15th  of  November,  1910  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  not  remember  that  he  was  at  the  Pacific 
coast  during  the  montlis  of  September  and  October  in  1911  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  am  not  positive  about  1911. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  arrangement  was  made,  if  any,  during  the 
periods  when  Mr.  Emery  was  absent,  in  reference  to  the  payments  to 
Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  Mr.  McMichael  did 
not  get  payments  for  some  period  of  time,  around  that  time,  and  it 
was  made  good  afterwards. 

Senator  Nelson.  During  all  of  this  time  did  you  get  checks  from — 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  Sent  by  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  pay  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  many  checks  did  you  get  from  him  in  all  f 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery's  book — - — 

Senator  Nelson.  Answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  more  than  one  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  how  many? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Why,  I  got  checks  as  regularly  every  month  from 
the  time  the  deal  went  on  until  the  deal  was  closed. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  got  them  monthly  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  did  not  get  them  monthly  or  regularly.  If 
they  were  not  paid  regularly  they  were  made  good  afterwards. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

45.  You  say  McMichael  was  employed  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
you  posted  with  regard  to  the  dates  of  hearings  by  committees  upon 
bills  in  which  you  were  interested.     Is  this  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Th#t  question  is  not  according  to  my  testimony, 
Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  correct  ?    Did  you  say  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McMichael  was  employed  for  several  purposes. 
He  was  employed  to  make  himself  useful  in  several  ways — in  sending 
out  documents,  in  getting  information  on  the  floor,  and  in  fact  any- 
thing that  he  was  asked  to  do. 

Senator  Walsh.  One  moment,  Mr.  Chairman.  [To  Mr.  Emery:] 
The  committee  signified  the  course  we  desired  to  pursue,  namely,  for 
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you  to  make  a  note  of  such  questions  as  you  desired  to  submit,  and  that 
then  the  committee  would  take  them  under  consideration  at  the  recess. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  just  what  I  have  done. 

Senator  Walsh.  Counsel  will  endeavor  to  conform  himself  here- 
after to  the  suggestions  made. 

Mr.  Emery.  Is  not  that  what  I  am  doing  ? 

The  Chairman.  You  can  remember  the  questions  you  desire  to  put. 

Mr.  Emery.  But  I  can  not  remember  the  questions,  and  carry  tliem 
in  my  irind.     I  am  simply  submitting  them  from  time  to  time. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  repeat  the  question: 

45.  You  say  McMichael  was  employed  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
you  posted  with  regard  to  the  dates  of  hearings  by  committees  upon 
Dills  m  which  you  were  interested.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No:  that  is  not  strictly  correct. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

46.  How  long  had  he  been  performing  this  duty  for  you? 
Senator  Walsh.  Just  one  moment.     I  want  to  know  whether  the 

witness  means  that  what  he  said  about  the  matter  is  not  strictly  cor- 
rect, or  that  the  recital  in  the  question  as  to  what  he  said  is  not  strictly 
correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  say  that  Mr.  McMichael  was  employed  for 
various  purposes — anything  ne  could  do;  sending  out  documents,  fur- 
nishing Mr.  Emery's  office  and  the  directors  with  the  Congressional 
Record,  furnishing  them  with  all  bills  or  anything  that  he  saw  upon 
the  floor,  and  garnering  any  information,  or  anything  he  could  pos- 
sibly do  to  help  along  as  a  general  utility  man. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is: 

46.  How  long  had  he  Tbeen  performing  this  duty  for  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  positive  without  looking  over  Mr.  McMi- 
chael's  notes  and  letters.  If  you  look  over  Mr.  McMichaeFs  notes  and 
letters  I  will  answer  the  question. 

Hie  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

47.  Why,  then,  was  it  necessary  for  you  to  have  the  interview 
referred  to  in  letter  4327,  followed  by  the  instructions  contained  in 
that  letter  written  shortly  after  your  discharge,  in  which  you  say: 

I  want  also  to  keep  thoroughly  posted  on  the  hearings  before  the  House  and  Senate 
committees  and  to  know  which  committees  are  in  session  and  what  they  are  doing  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  us  find  the  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  letter  has  been  read .  This  was  after  you  quit 
the  association. 

Senator  Walsh.  No,  it  was  November  22,  1911.  He  was  still  with 
the  association. 

Mr.  McCarter.  He  had  been  discharged  in  October,  Senator  Walsh. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  state  that  the  gentleman  is  wrong.  I  was 
not  discharged;  and  I  will  correct  him  and  continue  to  correct  him. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  resigned. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understand  his  motive. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  have  gone  over  the  whole  thing. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  gone  over  that.  Do  not  say  anything 
more  about  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  the  witness  Bee  the  letter,  Senator  Reed. 

Senator  Reed.  The  witness  gave  a  full  explanation  of  it  yesterday 
on  the  witness  stand. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  I  submit  that  we  have  a  right  to  an  answer  to  the 
question. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  going  to  ask  the  question  as  soon  as  he  looks 
at  the  letter  again. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  May  I  read  the  letter,  or  must  I  answer  the  question 
before  I  read  the  letter  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Infoim  yourself  with  respect  to  the  letter  first. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  1  think  that  letter  fully 
explains  itself. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  going  to  ask  the  question  now: 

47.  Why,  then,  was  it  necessary  for  you  to  have  the  interview 
referred  to  in  letter  4327,  followed  by  the  instructions  contained  in 
that  letter  written  shortly  after  your  discharge,  in  which  you  say: 

I  want  also  to  keep  thoroughly  posted  on  the  hearings  before  the  Ilouee  and  Senate 
committees  and  to  know  which  committees  are  in  session  and  what  they  are  doing  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  with  the  organization  at  the  time  when  I 
wrote  that  letter. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

48.  If  he  simply  continued  after  your  discharge  to  perform  the  duties 
that  he  had  been  performing  for  the  association  prior  thereto,  how 
do  you  account  for  the  fact  that  you  produced  no  written  reports 
from  him  previous  to  your  discharge,  whereas  immediately  thereafter 
the  correspondence  is  full  of  such  reports?  I  refer  to  letters  4337, 
4338,  4339,  4340,  4342,  4351,  4353,  4354,  4359,  4361,  4364,  4369,  4371, 
4826,  4827,  4828,  and  4829. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  question  will  have  to  be  corrected  before  I 
answer  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  you  do  not  admit  the  discharge  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  Very  well. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Put  in  the  word  "  resignation,' '  then. 

Senator  Walsh.  Then  we  will  put  it,  "  after  you  had  sent  in  your 
resignation/ ' 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  it  again,  with  that  change: 

48.  If  he  simplv  continued  after  your  resignation  to  perform  the 
duties  that  he  had  been  performing  for  the  association  prior  thereto, 
how  do  you  account  for  the  fact  that  you  produced  no  written  reports 
from  him  previous  to  your  resignation,  whereas  immediately  there- 
after the  correspondence  is  full  of  such  reports? 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  account  for  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  he  is  warranted  in  making  that  state- 
ment. There  are  not  any  reports  that  are  in  here  after  that  date,  if  I 
remember  rightly. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  are  mistaken,  Senator  Reed,  I  am  quite  sure. 

Senator  Reed.  I  may  be  in  error. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  you  are. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  what  is  the  use  of  quibbling  over  that,  and 
taking  time  ? 

•  Senator  Reed.  Because  I  think  no  witness  ought  to  have  a  state- 
ment made  in  a  question  propounded  to  him  without  the  actual  state- 
ment being  shown  him. 
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Senator  Nelson.  He  was  ready  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Do  you  define  my  mind,  Senator  Nelson,  what  I 
am  ready  to  do  or  not  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  a  minute. 

Mr.  Muliiall.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  that  question. 
He  seems  to  answer  for  me. 

The  Chairman.  You  must  show  more  respect.  If  you  do  not,  I 
will  have  to  discipline  you.  Senator  Nelson  has  a  right  to  ask  a 
question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  ready  to  answer  his  question.  He  was  answer- 
ingthe  question  for  me  that  I  did  not  answer. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Reed,  do  you  want  him  to  answer?  Do 
you  want  me  to  read  the  question  again,  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  would  Tike  to  have  the  question  read. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is: 

48.  If  he  simply  continued  after  your  resignation  to  perform  the 
duties  that  he  had  been  performing  for  the  association  prior  thereto, 
how  do  you  account  for  tne  fact  that  you  produced  no  written  reports 
from  him  previous  to  your  resignation,  whereas  immediately  there- 
after the  correspondence  is  full  01  such  reports  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  always  reported  every  morning  to  Mr.  Emery 
at  his  office,  at  9  o'clock,  in  Washington  here,  and  after  I  resigned 
from  the  organization  I  came  over  here  but  very  seldom. 

Senator  Nelson.  Will  you  allow  me  to  ask  a  question  here  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  you  resigned  in  October? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  resigned  the  last  day  of  December,1911, 
or  the  1st  day  of  January,  according  to  their  instructions,  1912. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  resign  in  October,  to  take  effect  the 
1st  of  January? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  is  it  not  a  fact  that  they  simply  agreed  to 
pay  your  salary  up  to  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  fco,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  not  to  continue  your  work 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Listen  to  my  question.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  they 
accepted  your  resignation,  but  agreed  to  continue  your  pay  up  until 
the  1st  of  January  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

49.  Do  vou  recall  that  you  testified  distinctly  and  unequivocally 
that  Mr.  Watson  was  paid  $500  by  yourself  in  the  presence  of  Messrs. 
Emery  and  Miles,  from  moneys  procured  from  a  savings  bank  in  Balti- 
more, for  services  to  be  rendered  by  him  in  Congress  while  he  was 
still  a  Member  of  Congress,  and  that  after  luncheon  you  stated 
you  were  mistaken,  ana  that  such  payments  had  been  made  after 
Mr.  Watson's  retirement  from  Congress? 

Wait  a  minute.  Does  it  appear  in  the  testimony  that  he  was  paid 
in  the  presence  of  Messrs.  Emery  and  Miles  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  sir;  it  does. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  some  doubt  about  that.  Let  us  see  how 
that  is. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  I  can  find  the  reference  to  that.  The  committee 
will  remember  that  he  stated  he  handed  the  money  to  Mr.  Miles. 

The  Chairman.  We  looked  for  it  last  night  and  could  not  find  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  testified  he  loaned  Mr.  Miles  $500  to  be 
paid  to  Mr.  Watson. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  certainly  correct. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  the  testimony  [reading  from  page  2974 
of  the  printed  record] : 

There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself  on  the  bank,  and  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles,  because 
Mr.  Miles  stated  that  he  did  not  have  the  money,  and  they  had  not  collected  the 
money.  I  borrowed  $20  from  Mr.  Emery,  because  that  was  about  all  the  money 
that  I  had  in  cash  at  the  time,  and  I  know  at  that  meeting  where  this  arrangement 
was  made  they  set  a  price  on  Mr.  Watson  of  $500  for  a  retainer — Mr.  Emery  set  that 

Erice,  bv  appealing  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  the  rest — and  $250  a  week  for  Mr.  Watson  while 
e  was  here  working  in  that  work,  and  $10,000  if  he  got  the  bill  through,  at  the  end 
of  the  campaign. 

The  Chairman.  It  does  not  appear  there  that  it  was  paid  in  the 
presence  of  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  further  from  the  printed  record,  at  page 
3021: 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  Mr.  Mulhall  should  be  required  to  produce  this  check. 

Senator  Reed.  Who? 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall.    I  understand  he  says  he  gave  his  check. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator  Nelson,  I  did  not  say  I  gave  a  check.  I  say  I  loaned  $500 
to  Mr.  Miles.  It  was  cash.  I  believe  the  stub,  tnough,  of  the  check  book,  when  I 
got  the  money  out  of  the  bank — the  Citizens'  Savings  Bank  of  Baltimore — will  show 
that  I  drew  the  money  there,  but  the  money  was  carried  over  here  in  cash. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  a  right  to  correct  any  statement  that  you  made.  Mr. 
Mulhall. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  did  make  that  statement,  I  am  correcting  it  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  your  statement: 

"The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself  on  the  bank  and 
loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles." 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  see  any  check  mentioned  in  that.  Those  people  never 
wanted  checks  there,  one  way  or  the  other.  When  they  come  to  their  own  checks— 
they  kept  no  books — and  that  will  show  pretty  plain  for  their  counsel  to  fully  explain. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Mulhall,  explain  how  you  got  the  $500. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  $500  was  in  the  German  Savings  Bank,  in  Baltimore.  I  drew 
the  money  out  myself  and  carried  it  over  here  and  turned  it  over  to  Mr.  Miles  in  cash. 
As  I  stated,  I  borrowed  $20  from  Mr.  Emery,  so  I  would  have  that  money  in  my  pocket. 
I  gave  him  the  $500  complete.  Mr.  Emery  chased  me  for  two  weeks  before  I  paid 
that  money  back.    He  was  a  little  alarmed  that  he  would  not  get  it. 

That  is  the  testimony  of  the  witness  in  relation  to  the  matter. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  I  will  ask  the  question : 

49.  Do  you  recall  that  you  testified  distinctly  and  unequivocally 
that  Mr.  Watson  was  paid  $500  by  yourself  in  the  presence  of  Messrs. 
Emery  and  Miles,  from  moneys  procured  from  a  savings  bank  in 
Baltimore,  for  services  to  be  rendered  by  him  in  Congress  while  he 
was  still  a  Member  of  Congress,  and  that  after  luncheon  vou  stated 

?ou  were  mistaken,  and  that  such  payments  had  been  made  after  Mr. 
Patson's  retirement  from  Congress? 
Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  all  of  that  question. 
The  Chairman.  There  does  not  seem  to  be  any  question  there. 
Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  there  is.     It  begins:  Do  you  recall  that 
you  testified  so  and  so,  and  that  after  luncheon  you  stated  you 
were  mistaken  and  that  such  payments  had  been  made  after  Mr. 
Watson 's  retirement  from  Congress  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  testified  to  that  the  other  day.     It  was  after  the 
4th  of  March,  1909,  when  Mr.  Watson  left  Congress. 
The  Chairman.  No.  49a  is  withdrawn. 
The  next  question  is: 

50.  I  direct  your  attention  to  your  letter  (4327)  dated  November 
22,  1911,  shortly  after  the  receipt  of  Watson's  letter  to  you  (4325), 
in  which  you  say  to  McMichael: 

I  would  also  like  to  have  you  get  for  me  as  soon  as  you  possibly  can  from  the  office 
of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms,  also  of  the  House,  the  exact  date  that  Mr.  James  E.  Watson 
left  Congress  and  when  he  drew  his  last  month's  salary.  I  will  also  be  pleased  if  you 
will  send  me  the  same  information  concerning  the  Hon.  Charles  E.  Littlefield,  of  the 
second  Maine  district.  1  want  this  information  just  as  soon  as  I  can  get  it,  for  it  will 
fill  in  or  fit  in  with  some  other  information  that  1  have  in  my  files  at  home. 

Why  did  you  desire  that  information,  and  what  other  information 
did  you  possess  with  which  it  would,  when  it  arrived, i  'fill  in  or  fit  in  "  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  The  witness  was  fully  interrogated  about  that 
yesterday. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  going  to  ask  to  have  my  testimony  read  on 
that  point 

Senator  Walsh.  Excuse  me;  I  think  probably  the  questions  were 
framed  before  the  examination  of  yesterday.  Do  you  desire  to  press 
the  matter  now  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

51.  I  show  you  a  letter  dated  September  27, 1912,  addressed  to  Mr. 
J.  Philip  Bird,  general  manager  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers, 30  Church  Street,  New  York  City,  and  apparently  signed  by 
you,  from  Haddon  Hall,  Atlantic  City,  N.  J.  You  wrote  that  letter, 
did  you  not  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  read  to  the  witness  yesterday. 

Mr.  McCarter.  This  letter  has  never  been  read. 

Senator  Cummins.  There  was  a  Haddon  Hall  letter  read. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  look  at  the  letter,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  show  you  the  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  question? 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is  about  the  letter  which  he  is  now 
reading  over  in  order  to  identify. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  any  question  asked  about  it  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  question  is,  You  wrote  that  letter,  did 
you  not  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  asked  the  question  whether  he  wrote  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  in  the  typewritten  questions  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  let  me  read  the  letter  I  will  tell  you. 

The  Chairman.  Read  the  letter  and  see.  I  have  asked  the 
question. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  the  letter).  Yes,  sir;  I  wrote  that 
letter. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

52.  It,  or  a  copy,  was  not  produced  on  the  stand,  was  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  produced  a  copy,  I  think,  here  with  my  papers. 
Mr.  McCarter.  On  the  stand  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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The  Chairman.  It  was  not  produced  on  the  stand,  was  it? 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  produced  yesterday,  I  believe. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  every  letter  I  got,  I  produced.  I  produced 
a  copy  of  that  letter  yesterday,  if  I  understand  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  understand  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is,  It,  or  a  copy  of  it,  was  not  produced 
on  the  stand,  was  it  ? 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  ?  This  letter  was  produced  yesterday, 
was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  did  it  come  from  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  From  our  files;  from  this  box. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  the  original  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  can  answer,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  that  I  have 

Sroduced  here  every  letter  that  came  into  my  possession  from  Mr. 
[ulhall.  Of  course  I  have  not  produced  the  letters,  all  of  them,  that 
were  supplied  by  the  Manufacturers'  Association,  because  there  is  a 
vast  multitude  of  them,  a  thing  that  I  explained  yesterday. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  understand  the  question  is  whether  Mr.  Mul- 
hall produced  the  letter  or  did  not  produce  the  letter  or  a  copy? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  I  produced  that  letter,  because  I  have  seen 
the  letter  published  in  full  in  the  New  York  Journal,  and  I  brought 
all  those  letters  over  here. 

Senator  Reed.  The  New  York  Journal,  or  the  World  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  New  York  American,  I  believe. 

The  Chairman.  The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Atlantic  City,  N.  J.,  September  27,  1912. 
Mr.  J.  Philip  Bird, 

General  Manager  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

Dear  Sir:  I  received  your  letter  some  time  ago,  but  did  not  answer  it  on  account 
of  being  pressed  with  work  for  the  past  eight  or  ten  days.  I  hope  you  will  be  pleased 
to  learn  that  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner  has  won  a  complete  victory  over  two  very  strong 
opponents  in  the  Second  Congressional  District  of  this  State  and  has  won  the  nomina- 
tion again  with  a  majority  of  about  2,000  votes,  which  the  official  count  will  give  him. 
Mr.  Gardner  is  greatly  pleased  at  the  splendid  victory  he  has  won,  but  he  is  well  aware 
that  he  will  have  two  very  strong  opponents  to  beat  at  the  general  election  on  the  5th 
of  next  November,  so  he  is  appealing  to  his  friends  stronger  than  ever  to  continue  their 
help  until  the  close  of  the  fight. 

^  You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  some  clippings  from  the  Atlantic  City  papers 
giving  a  short  account  of  the  election  on  last  Tuesday. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  attention  is  called  to  the  fact 
that  that  letter  was  produced  here  yesterday,  and  was  not  read 
because  there  is  a  lot  of  matter  in  it  which  we  thought  it  would  be 
very  much  better  to  leave  out.  And  I,  in  running  these  letters  over, 
laid  that  aside. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  had  no  opportunity  at  this  end  of  the  table 
to  know  anything  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  when  you  hear  it  read  you  will  see  that  it 
might  well  be  left  out. 

Senator  Reed.  The  statement  was  made  publicly  that  there  was  a 
lot  of  matter  in  it  that  we  did  not  think  ought  to  be  produced.  I 
think  the  record  will  show  that  statement  was  made. 

(The  letter  referred  to  was  examined  by  Senator  Nelson  and 
Senator  Cummins.) 
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Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  misunderstood  the  ruling  of  the 
committee  in  regard  to  the  submission  of  interrogatories.  I  thought 
the  committee  decided  that  if  during  the  course  of  the  reading  of  these 
interrogatories  and  the  giving  of  answers  thereto,  we  desired  to  ask 
further  questions,  we  might  do  so  by  submitting  them  in  writing. 
I  understand  Senator  Walsh  now  to  say  that  we  must  submit  such 
questions  in  writing,  and,  if  the  committee  so  decides,  they  may  be 
answered  later.  I  wish  to  say  that  we  do  not  think  that  we  can  form 
questions  relating  to  matter  that  is  brought  out  now,  so  that  they 
can  be  properly  answered  at  a  later  stage  in  the  proceeding. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  that  course  is  pursued,  those  questions  will 
not  amount  to  anything.  If  additional  questions  are  to  be  allowed 
at  all,  they  ought  to  be  put  in  at  the  time  when  they  are  pertinent. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  see  why  this  letter  is  not  just  as 
pertinent  as  any  of  the  others. 

Senator  Reed.  Read  it  through,  please. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  read  it  through. 

Senator  Reed.  If  it  is  the  letter  I  have  in  mind 

Senator  Cummins.  There  is  nothing  personal  in  it  at  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  then,  it  is  not  the  letter  I  had  in  mind. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  a  letter  in  regard  to  Hughes,  and  Gompers, 
and  the  like. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  go  on. 

Senator  Reed  (after  examining  the  letter  referred  to).  This  is  not 
the  letter  I  had  in  mind  at  all.     I  know  nothing  about  this  letter. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  go  on  with  the  reading  from  where  I  left  off : 

Since  you  wrote  me  last  I  have  also  visited  Mr.  George  W.  FairchildVs  district,  and 
at  his  request  will  continue  to  do  some  work  for  him  until  the  close  of  the  cam- 
paign.   Tnis  is  the  third  victory  that  I  have  participated  in  since  last  April. 

Mr.  James  T.  McDermott  was  renominated  in  tne  fourth  Illinois  district,  and  he 
claims  largely  by  my  help;  Mr.  Fairchilds  is  very  grateful  for  what  I  have  done  for 
him,  and  also  Mr.  Gardner  is  more  than  pleased  with  the  efforts  I  have  made  in  his 
district,  for  he  personally  thanked  me  at  a  long  interview  I  had  with  him  at  his  home 
last  evening. 

The  principal  reason  for  my  writing  this  letter  to  you  is  to  caU  to  your  attention  the 
fact  that  I  feel  that  every  manufacturer  in  tliis  countr\  should  unite  and  help  to  defeat 
William  Hughes,  late  of  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district.  I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for 
me  to  say  a  word  to  you  concerning  Hughes's  record,  for  I  feel  that  every  manufacturer 
throughout  the  country  who  is  interested  in  honest  legislation  and  against  class  legis- 
lation knows  what  his  record  is. 

1  have  got  positive  information  that  when  Mr.  Samuel  Gompers  and  Mr.  Frank  Mor- 
rison and  other  members  of  the  executive  board  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
called  on  Governor  Wilson  at  his  home  in  Sea  Girt  around  the  first  of  last  July,  that  they 
exacted  a  promise  from  Governor  Wilson  to  support  Hughes  for  the  United  States 
Senatorship  in  this  State,  and  that  Governor  Wilson  has  carried  out  his  agreement  to 
the  letter,  and  that  is  why  Hughes  is  the  nominee  of  the  Democratic  Party  at  the  present 
time.  After  the  above-named  gentlemen  left  Sea  Girt  they  came  to  Atlantic  City  and 
stayed  alnmt  ten  days,  and  they  sent  for  every  labor  worker  of  prominence  in  this  dis- 
trict and  compelled  them  to  promise  that  they  would  defeat  Gardner  and  help  nomi- 
nate Hughes,  but  through  hard  and  persistent  work  we  have  been  able  to  overcome 
any  effort  made  by  them  against  Mr.  Gardner,  and  1  feel  positive  and  sure  that  if  the 
manufacturers  that  belong  to  your  organization  and  other  organizations  that  are  in  favor 
of  a  square  deal  will  do  their  duty  in  this  coming  election,  that  Gardner  will  be  returned 
to  Congress  bv  a  greater  majority  than  he  ever  got  before  and  that  Hughes  will  be  over- 
whelmingly defeated  for  the  United  States  Senate,  if  they  will  take  the  interest  that 
they  have  shown  in  campaigns  for  the  past  twelve  years.  I  have  seen  large  numbers 
of  party  workers  in  this  and  close-by  States,  and  there  could  be  a  splendid  campaign 
started  against  Hughes  if  the  proper  help  is  given .  1  feel  it  is  the  duty  o?  all  the  leaders 
of  your  organizations  to  see  ttiat  this  treacherous  demagogue  is  not  promoted,  for  if  he 
is  sent  to  the  Senate  for  the  next  six  years  he  will  be  simply  as  he  has  been  for  the  past 
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eight  years,  a  paid  attorney  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  and  will  continue  to  be 
their  tool  in  passing  class  legislation  against  the  industries  of  tois  country  for  the  next 
sixyears. 

Hoping  that  your  organization  can  see  your  way  clear  to  join  with  others  who  will 
participate  in  this  work,  and  that  I  can  have  the  pleasure  to  know  that  your  people  will 
support  a  movement  of  this  kind,  believe  me  to  be, 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  M.  M.  Mulhaxl, 

Haddon  Hall,  Atlantic  City,  N.  J. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  to  Mr.  Bird? 

The  Chairman.  It  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Bird  as  general  manager. 

The  next  question  is: 

53.  Why  not? 

Why  was  not  this  letter  or  a  copy  of  it  produced  on  the  stand  ? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  To  my  best  knowledge  and  belief  it  was  produced, 
because,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  Senator,  I  saw  it  in  the  New  York 
American,  so  I  know  that  the  letter  was  produced  or  offered  here  by 
me. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  one  of  the  letters  which  was  turned  over 
to  the  World  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  believe  it  is. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  turned  over  to  the  World  ? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  came  it  that  we  did  not  get  it,  if  you  gave 
it  to  these  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  might  be,  Senator — I  am  not  positive  and  sure 
about  that — I  did  not  know  that  the  committee  was  going  into  the 
campaign  of  1912 ;  but  since  they  have  been  going  into  the  campaign  of 
1912  I  nave  gathered  all  the  letters  I  had  pertaining  to  that,  and 
brought  them  over  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  withhold  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge.  I  did  not  withhold 
that  letter,  because  I  would  know  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  me  to 
withhold  any  letter  that  they  would  produce  the  originals  of,  if  they 
wished  to  do  so. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  do  you  know  that  the  New  York  American 
did  not  get  from  these  gentlemen  the  copy  that  they  printed  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  that.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
a  fact  or  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  Colonel,  you  produced  certain  files  to  the 
New  York  World.     I  do  not  know  what  was  in  those  files  when  you 

Save  them  to  them.  The  New  York  World  then  brought  those  files 
ere,  and  turned  them  over  to  the  committee.  Those  files  were  sent 
down  to  be  printed,  and  everything  in  them  was  printed.  Now,  I 
want  to  know  if  you  mean  to  say  that  this  letter  was  in  those  files,  or 
if  you  simply  mean  to  say  that  in  your  best  judgment  you  turned  it 
over  to  the  World  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  that,  as  I  testified  yesterday,  I  was 
forced — I  was  not  forced,  but  I  did  not  have  time  to  examine  all  the 
files  which  were  sent  to  the  New  York  World.  There  was  a  lot  of 
documents  in  there,  of  local  matters  and  things  of  that  kind,  that  if  I 
had  examined  them  I  would  have  kept  out,  because  I  knew  it  would 
have  nothing  to  do  with  this  examination. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  this  letter  actually  was  in 
the  files  you  sent  the  New  York  World  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  swear  that  it  was,  or  not;  but  if  it  was, 
I  attempted  to  bring  it  here,  and  I  think  you  will  find  there  is  a 
letter  of  that  kind. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

54.  I  notice  in  this  letter  you  say: 

I  have  got  positive  information  that  when  Mr.  Samuel  Gompers  and  Mr.  Frank 
Morrison  and  other  members  of  the  executive  board  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  called  on  Gov.  Wilson  at  his  home  in  Seagirt  around  the  first  of  last  July,  that 
they  exacted  a  promise  from  Gov.  Wilson  to  support  Hughes  for  the  United  States 
senatorship  in  this  State,  and  that  Gov.  Wilson  nas  carried  out  his  agreement  to  the 
letter,  ana  that  is  why  Hughes  is  the  nominee  of  the  Democratic  Party  at  the  present 
time. 

Was  that  statement  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  nearly  as  I  can  remember  it,  yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  inquire  about  that.  Now,  that  simply 
says  that  you  had  positive  information  to  that  effect.  The  question 
is,  Is  it  correct  that  you  had  at  that  time  information  to  that  effect! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  From  whom  did  you  have  the  information? 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  did  you  get  the  information? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  it  from  Mr.  John  Shreve,  Mr.  Gardner's  secre- 
tary. He  kept  track  of  the  movements  of  those  people  while  they 
were  at  Atlantic  City. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  only  information  you  had? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  it  from  others  later  on. 

Senator  Walsh.  No,  but  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  that  time;  yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  was  September  27,  1912.  From  whom  else 
at  that  time,  in  September,  1912,  did  you  have  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  reople  that  I  had  working  in  that  campaign,  Sena- 
tor.    I  am  not  sure  of  that.  ^ 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  people  working,  but  that  is  not  the  ques- 
tion. You  have  told  us  the  onlv  person  who  told  you — that  is  to  say, 
Mr.  Shreve  told  you — that  he  had  kept  track  of  the  movements  of 
those  people  while  they  were  at  Seagirt — that  is,  Mr.  Gompers  and 
Mr.  Morrison.  NowT,  who  else  gave  you  any  information  in  relation 
to  the  interview  that  transpired  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Only  what  Mr.  Shreve  stated  about  the  people  from 
whom  he  got  this  information. 

Senator  Walsh.  All  right. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

54a.  Was  the  statement  also  correct  made  in  that  letter  to  the  effect 
that  if  Hughes  were  elected  to  the  Senate  he  would  for  the  next  six 
years  be  the  paid  attorney  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  in 
the  Senate  as  he  had  been  for  the  past  eight  years  in  the  House? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  nothing  about  that,  sir.  I  could  not  say 
whether  it  would  be  correct  or  not.  That  was  an  intimation  that  was 
general  in  this  organization,  that  he  was  the  paid  attorney  of  that 
organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  statement  was  in  your  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Then  I  could  say  that  I  justify  that,  but  I  say  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  would  be  or  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  believe  it  when  you  wrote  it! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believed  it;  yes. 
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Senator  Nelson.  You  believed  it  to  be  true  when  you  wrote  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  believe  it  to  be  true  now  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say  whether  he  was  or  not;  no,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

55.  Where  and  from  whom  did  you  obtain  the  "  positive  informa- 
tion"? 

You  have  answered  that. 
The  next  question  is: 

56.  When  did  you  get  such  information  ? 
You  have  answered  that. 

The  next  question  is : 

57.  At  the  time  of  writing  this  letter,  September  27,  1912,  you  were 
assisting  Mr.  Gardner  in  his  campaign  for  reelection  to  Congress,  were 
you  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

58.  Was  not  one  object  in  writing  that  letter  to  procure  the  coop- 
eration of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  that  campaign, 
although  you  had  been  out  of  their  employ  for  nearly  a  year  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  using  every  means  I  possibly  could  to  elect 
Mr.  Gardner. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  the  question.  Let  me 
read  it  again: 

58.  Was  not  one  object  in  writing  that  letter  to  procure  the 
cooperation  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  that 
campaign,  although  you  had  been  out  of  their  employ  for  nearly  a 
year? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  letter  is: 

59.  I  show  you  another  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Kirby,  dated  July  22, 
1912.     It  is  signed  by  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  I  offered  a  copy  of  this 
letter  here,  sir,  yesterday.     Yes,  sir,  I  wrote  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  letter  of  July  22,  1912,  which  is  printed, 
4381-4383.  That  letter  is  addressed  to  Mr.  John  Kirby,  jr.  There  is 
a  letter  of  that  date.  I  do  not  know  how  the  one  reads  that  you  have 
there. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  not  the  letter. 

Mr.  Kirby.  There  are  two  letters  of  that  date. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  not  the  letter. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

60.  Has  this  letter  been  produced  by  you,  either  in  the  World  or 
before  this  committee? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

61.  Why  not? 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  me  ask  to  whom  the  letter  has  been  pro- 
duced— to  the  World,  or  to  this  committee  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  To  this  committee. 
Senator  Nelson.  Was  it  in  the  World  files? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  it  was  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  did  you  hand  it  to  this  committee? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yesterday. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Yesterday? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  was  in  the  packet  which  you  handed  to  us? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  is  the  package  which  was  handed  in 
yesterday  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Up  to  this  time  it  has  not  been  read. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letters  that  he  handed  over  here  were  read  into 
the  record  yesterday,  with  the  exception  of  those  that  were  duplicates 
and  had  been  checked  over  by  the  secretary. 

Mr.  McCarter.  This  letter  has  not  been  read. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  see  this  letter  yesterday.  I  have  not  seen 
it  enough  to  identify  it;  and  my  memory  might  not  be  good  enough, 
anyway. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  letter  was  not  read. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

62.  I  notice  in  this  letter  you  say: 

About  the  first  of  last  February,  on  one  visit  to  Washington,  I  had  a  long  inter- 
view with  Congressman  James  A. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator,  I  insist  on  that  letter  being  read  in  full,  and 
not  in  parts. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  it  in  full,  if  you  want  it  read  in  full. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  that  to  go  in,  because  that  gives  me  the 
opportunity 

The  Chairman.  Wait  a  minute,  now;  you  keep  quiet.  I  have  told 
you  that  two  or  three  times.  You  must  be  respectful  to  the  com- 
mittee. I  have  told  you  about  that  many  times.  Why  do  you  not 
listen  to  me  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator,  I  beg  your  pardon  if  I 

Senator  Walsh.  You  asked  that  it  be  read  in  full,  and  the  chairman 
was  proceeding  to  read  it. 

The  Chairman.  The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Baltimore,  Md.,  July  22,  1912. 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 

Rcibold  Building,  Dayton,  Okie. 

Dear  Sir:  On  the  24th  of  last  month  I  met  an  attorney  by  the  name  of  George 
Howells,  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Mr.  Howells  informed  me  that  about  five  or  ax 
weeks  previous  to  his  coming  to  Baltimore  you  called  on  him  at  his  office  in  the 
Society  for  Savings  Building,  in  Cleveland,  and  had  a  lengthy  interview  with  him 
concerning  my  family  affairs,  going  back  for  a  period  of  about  30  years.  At  this  inter- 
view you  tola  Mr.  Howells  of  a  transaction  that  took  place  at  the  home  of  Mr.  J. 
Philip  Bird,  in  Plainfield,  N.  J.,  in  February  of  this  year,  giving  a  statement  to 
Mr.  Howells  of  my  demented  wife's  visit  to  Bird's  home  in  that  month.  Later  on 
Mr.  Howells  informs  me 

Senator  Walsh.  A  copy  of  that  letter  was  with  the  package  that 
was  handed  to  Senator  lieed  yesterday.  I  assume  the  responsibility 
for  its  not  being  read.  I  suggested  to  Senator  Reed  that  that  tie 
filed  with  the  papers  and  not  read. 

Senator  Nelson.  As  I  understand,  the  attorneys  here  only  ask 
that  a  part  of  it  bo  read. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  Mr.  Mulhall  wants  the  whole  letter  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  Senator  Reed  has  not  examined  the  letter.  I 
assume  the  entire  responsibility. 
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Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all  right.     We  understand  it  now. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  want  it  read  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  committee  has  something  to  say 
about  it,  and  I  say,  from  what  information  I  have  as  to  the  contents 
of  that  letter,  I  think  the  committee  had  better  look  at  it  before 
they  read  it  here  and  put  it  into  the  records  of  the  United  States 
Senate.     I  suggest  that  you  look  at  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  only  asked  that  a  part  of  it  be  read,  the  part  of 
it  that  is  in  the  typewritten  question  that  has  been  submitted  to  the 
committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Senator  Walsh  may  have  acted  justly,  but  there 
are  a  great  many  things  that  we  at  this  end  of  the  table  have  not  been 
put  in  touch  with. 

Senator  Walsh.  Senator  Nelson,  I  beg  to  say  that  we  passed  over 
a  large  number  of  letters  here  that  none  of  us  looked  at.  We  simply 
took  the  word  of  somebody  that  they  were  personal  in  character,  ana 
they  never  were  read,  ana  I  did  not  see  them,  and  you  did  not  see 
them.  We  were  delayed  a  long  time  by  the  reading  of  letters.  I 
went  over  this,  and  I  concluded  that  this  should  not  be  read. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  attorneys  were  very  fair.  They  asked  that 
only  one  paragraph  be  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  I  say,  Senator,  the  committee  ought  to  ascer- 
tain why  it  was  not  read;  but  I  assume  the  responsibility  for  it. 
Senator  Reed  is  not  to  blame  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  It  will  be  very  readily  seen'  that  a  part  of  that 
letter  ought  not  to  be  read  into  the  record,  and  counsel  have  only 
asked  that  a  part  of  it  be  read,  but  Mr.  Mulhall  asks  that  it  be  read 
in  full. 

Senator  Reed.  But  counsel  does  ask  why  it  was  not  produced, 
and  that  is  answered  by  Senator  Walsh. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  witness  himself  has  answered  that.  He  has 
said  he  did  produce  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  answered. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  only  part  we  are  asking  to  have  read  is  the 
part  which  begins  "  About  the  first  of  last  February."  If  the  witness 
wants  all  of  it  read,  the  responsibility  is  his,  not  ours. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  marked  here  with  a  blue  pencil  what 
you  desire  to  be  read  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes.  We  have  no  desire  to  have  the  other  part 
read. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  read  it,  Mr.  Mulhall  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  certainly  have  read  it.  I  wrote  it.  It  is  my 
letter,  and  I  am  not  ashamed  of  it,  because  I  sent  that  letter  to  every 
director  of  the  organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  Would  it  not  be  satisfactory  to  you  to  have  it 
printed  in  the  record  without  reading? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  printed.  I  do  not 
think  the  witness  has  anything  to  say  about  what  goes  into  this 
record. 

(The  members  of  the  committee  proceeded  to  examine  the  letter.) 

Senator  Reed.  While  the  committee  are  looking  at  this  letter,  I 
want  to  inject  here  the  statement  that  there  has  been  a  little  dispute 
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between  myself  and  counsel  as  to  whether  Mr.  McMichael  made  any 
reports,  or  whether  any  have  been  produced  which  were  made,  until 
after  the  discharge  of  Col.  Mulhall.  If  counsel  will  begin  with  No. 
3859,  they  will  find  11  reports  or  letters  to  Mr.  Bird,  mentioning  Mr. 
McMichael  and  his  activities,  which  antedate  the  day  of  Mr.  Alul- 
halTs  resignation. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  point  we  made,  Senator  Reed — and  I  still 
think  perhaps  I  am  right,  and  you  are  mistaken — is  that  we  could  not 
find,  prior  to  Mr.MulhalTs  resignation,  any  reports  from  Mr.  McMichael, 
such  as  immediately  began  to  flow  in  almost  daily,  saying  what  was 
going  on. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  call  your  attention  to  just  one. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Of  course,  I  may  have  overlooked  something.  I 
could  not  find  any.  Certainly  they  were  not  as  numerous.  They 
were  almost  daily  from  that  time  on. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  should  like  at  this  moment  to  say  that  perhaps  the 
members  of  the  committee  misunderstand  the  purpose  of  our  inquiry 
with  respect  to  the  letters  which  were  not  produced  in  the  evidence. 
It  is  not  intended  as  any  possible  reflection;  but  I  have  noticed  again 
and  again  letters  which  have  been  printed  in  the  newspapers  as  being 
letters  produced  in  this  committee,  and  I  have  looked  vainlv  throuffh 
the  records  of  the  committee  for  the  letters  referrred  to;  and  we  maxe 
this  inauiry  to  ascertain  why,  if  all  the  papers  which  were  turned  over 
to  the  New  York  World  were  also  turned  over  to  this  committee,  we 
do  not  find  some  record  of  those  letters.  That  is  the  inquiry  we  have 
directed  to  the  witness,  not  to  the  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  aside  from  the  question  I  raised.  I  will 
answer  that  in  a  moment.  But  speaking  of  the  other  matter,  I  find 
this  letter  of  July  26,  1911,  No.  4287: 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  26, 1911. 

Dear  Friend:  Unable  to  wire  you  last  night,  as  I  was  waiting  to  find  out  what  the 
Committee  on  Labor  was  going  to  do  with  the  eight-hour  bill  and  the  other  matters 
that  the  labor  people  want  this  session. 

After  a  long  conference  it  was  agreed  that  all  they  could  do  this  session  was  to  report 
the  bills  out  and  leave  them  on  the  calendar  until  next  session,  as  the  Democratic 
caucus  will  not  pass  any  other  bills  than  the  cotton  measure  this  time  and  then  adjourn. 

They  will  try  and  get  away  by  the  15th  of  next  month.  If  you  want  anything  more, 
I  will  explain  to-morrow. 

Respectfully,  Mack. 

As  to  the  other  matter,  I  want  to  say  frankly  to  counsel  that 
while  I  have  not  read  the  World  with  any  regularity,  I  have  noticed 
in  the  World  one  or  two  documents  that  we  did  not  have,  and  have 
inquired  for  them,  and  was  told  that  a  search  had  been  made,  and  that 
they  had  turned  over  everything,  and  they  were  not  found.  There 
were  one  or  two  important  documents  that  I  wanted,  to  which  I  called 
attention.  One  of  them  was  read  by  Mr.  McClave  when  he  was  on 
the  stand.  He  read  it  from  a  newspaper.  Afterwards  I  found  that 
in  the  unclassified  print,  but  there  was  no  date  on  it,  and  it  appeared 
in  that  form.  There  may  be  some  papers  that  were  given  to  the 
World  that  were  lost  in  their  office,  and  that  we  have  not  got.  I 
repeat  that  every  single  paper  we  got  is  printed  in  this  record,  or 
rexerred  to. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Mulhall,  I  think  we  will  rule  out  all 
this 
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Senator  Cummins.  I  want  to  say  with  regard  to  this  letter  that  I 
agree  with  Senator  Walsh,  that  a  large  part  of  it  throws  no  light  what- 
soever upon  the  investigation  we  are  making  here;  and  while  I  can 
understand  Mr.  Mulhall  s  position  in  the  matter,  the  decision  of  the 
committee,  or  the  suggestion  that  has  been  made,  is  right,  and  as  far 
as  I  can  see  the  only  part  that  is  material  here  now  is  tne  part  quoted 
in  this  cross-examination.  But  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  not 
object  to  Mr.  Mulhall  having  it  all  read,  if  he  desires  to  have  it  read. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  only  want  to  say  this 

Senator  Cummins.  If  one  part  of  a  letter  is  inquired  about  on  cross- 
examination,  I  think  it  is  the  right  of  the  witness  to  have  the  entire 
letter,  if  he  insists  upon  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator,  can  I  say  a  word  on  that  letter  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  only  want  to  say  this,  and  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  the  fact  that  they  have  procured  letters  and  docu- 
ments here  showing  that  they  addressed  me  in  the  most  endearing' 
terms,  even  when  I  left  the  organization,  and  that  letter  clearly 
shows  that  this  gentleman,  who  was  president  of  that  organization, 
even  lowered  himself  to  be  a  detective,  following  the 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  want  the  whole  letter  read? 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  want  the  whole  letter  read? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  want  to  dictate  to  the  committee  what 
they  shall  do,  or  what  they  shan't  do;  but  if  they  are  pursuing  me  the 
way  they  have  pursued  others,  and  the  way  that  letter  shows  they 
have  pursued  me 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is  whether  you  have  made  up  your 
mind  that  you  want  this  whole  letter  read  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  leave  it  to  the  judgment  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  question  put  to  you  relates  to  the  meeting 
you  had  with  Mr.  Gompers. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  one  part  of  it  is  read,  I  want  all  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  he  hear  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is: 

62.  I  notice  in  this  letter  you  say: 

About  the  first  of  last  February,  on  oue  of  my  visits  to  Washington,  I  had  a  long 
interview  with  Congressman  James  A.  McDermott,  of  the  fourth  Illinois  district,  and 
Congressman  William  Wilson,  of  the  fifteenth  Pennsylvania  district.  *  *  *  Mr. 
McDermott  and  Mr.  Wilson  made  arrangements  in  the  early  part  of  February  to  have 
Mr.  Gompers  *  *  *  at  Dr.  Nevins's  home  in  Washington,  D.  C,  in  that  month, 
and  had  an  hour's  interview  with  him  concerning  the  workings  of  the  two  organizations. 

About  a  week  later  I  had  another  interview  with  Mr.  Gompers,  through  Mr.  McDer- 
mott, at  the  office  of  Ralston,  Siddons  &  Richardson,  attorneys  at  law,  in  Washington, 
D.  C,  and  I  learned  at  this  interview  what  those  gentlemen  were  after,  and  that  was 
they  were  very  anxious  to  secure  the  letters  and  documents  that  I  had  after  leaving 
your  organization.  I  gave  no  consideration  to  any  of  the  propositions  those  gentlemen 
made  to  me  at  these  meetings 

Senator  Walsh.  At  this  moment  I  desire  to  say  in  this  connection 
that  the  witness  has  already  testified  to  those  two  meetings,  about 
having  met  Mr.  Gompers,  and  also  having  had  a  meeting  with  him  at 
the  office  of  these  attorneys. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes ;  but  he  said  that  he  offered  the  papers  to 
Mr.  Gompers  and  that  Mr.  Gompers  refused  to  take  them.  This  letter 
is  perfectly  inconsistent  with  that. 

Senator  Rekd.  Oh,  no ;  counsel  is  in  error. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  am  simply  referring  to  the  fact  that  so  far  as  the 
statement  there  is  concerned,  there  is  nothing  new  disclosed  by  the 
letter. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  rest  of  this  part  of  the  letteT  quoted 
in  question  62 : 

I  gave  no  consideration  to  any  of  the  propositions  those  gentlemen  made  to  me  at 
these  meetings,  and  about  a  week  later  Mr.  J.  H.  Ralston,  Mr.  Gompers's  personal 
attorney,  came  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  phoned  to  me  from  Judge  N ilea's  office,  a 
prominent  member  of  the  bench  in  this  city,  that  he  and  Judge  Nilee  were  coming 
out  to  my  home,  and  he  was  bringing  Judge  Niles  for  the  purpose  of  pledging  to  me 
that  any  promise  they  made  would  be  made  good,  providing  I  would  give  them 
certain  information  I  had  concerning  the  workings  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  and  also  allow  them  to  examine  the  letters  I  had  in  my  possession 
covering  the  period  of  the  last  ten  years.  I  phoned  back  to  Mr.  Ralston  that  he  need 
not  bring  Judge  Niles  or  anybody  else  upon  a  mission  of  this  kind,  and  although  I 
needed  work  and  employment  very  much  at  the  time,  I  had  informed  Mr.  Ralston 
that  I  still  believed  1  had  numerous  friends  in  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers who  had  faith  enough  in  me  to  trust  me  in  the  past  and  that  1  was  going  to 
continue  to  deserve  that  trust  in  the  future,  and  I  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  any 
proposition  made  to  me  by  those  gentlemen. 

I  make  this  statement  concerning  my  meetings  with  Mr.  Gompers  and  his  friends 
to  show  you  that  I  did  not  sneak  around,  nor  could  I  be  tempted  to  sell  out  friends 
who  had  trusted  me,  and  I  informed  Mr.  Bird  of  those  interviews  about  the  time  they 
took  place,  at  his  New  York  office. 

Is  the  statement  from  the  letter  which  I  have  just  quoted  true,  and 
did  you  have  the  interviews  with  Mr.  Gompers  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington that  are  therein  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  refuse  to  answer  that  question  at  this  time 
until  other  gentlemen  are  put  on  the  stand.  If  you  will  read  all  the 
letter,  I  will  answer  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  ask  that  the  whole  letter  be  read? 

Air.  Mulhall.  I  say,  in  fairness  to  myself,  and  in  fairness  to  the 
gentlemen  that  they  quote  in  this  letter,  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  read  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  Read  it  all.  I  think  he  has  a  right  to  have  it 
read. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  like  to  show  some  of  their  tactics,  as  well 
as  they  try  to  show  mine. 

Mr.  Ralston.  I  must  confess  that  I  do  not  like  the  expression, 
"in  fairness  to  other  gentlemen."  As  far  as  we  are  concerned,  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  have  Mr.  Mulhall  state  the  exact  truth,  and 
everything  with  relation,  not  to  any  proposition  coming  from  Mr. 
Gompers,  for  none  ever  came  from  nim,  out  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Mulhall1  s  offer.  I  would  like  to  have  him  state  fully  anything  there 
is  with  relation  to  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  After  the  question  is  put. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  answer  the  question  if  Mr.  Ralston  will  ask 
me. 

Senator  Walsh.  Every  opportunity  will  be  given  you 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Ralston  can  examine  you  later. 

Mr.  Ralston.  The  witness  is  putting  me  in  an  attitude  I  do  not 
care  to  be  placed  in ;  that  is  to  say,  that  without  my  permission  he 
is  not  willing  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  say  that.  I  simply  say  that  after  other 
witnesses  are  put  on  the  stand,  then  I  will  answer  the  question  in 
full;  but  until  other  witnesses  are  put  on  the  stand  I  do  not  wish  to 
answer  the  question. 
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Senator  Cummins.  That  is  a  most  remarkable  attitude  for  the 
witness  to  take.  If  the  question  is  proper,  he  ought  to  answer  it  now. 
But  I  think  he  has  a  right  to  have  this  letter  read,  inasmuch  as  a 
quotation  from  it  has  been  made. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  still  want  the  full  letter  read  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  I  want  the  full  letter  read. 

Senator  Cummins.  To  whom  is  the  letter  addressed  ? 

The  Chairman.  To  John  Kirby,  jr.,  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers, Riebold  Building,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

The  letter  reads : 

On  the  24th  of  last  month  I  met  an  attorney  by  the  name  of  George  Howells,  of 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Mr.  Howells  informed  me  that  about  five  or  six  weeks  previous 
to  his  coming  to  Baltimore  you  called  on  him  at  his  office  in  the  Society  for  Savings 
Building,  in  Cleveland,  and  had  a  lengthy  interview  with  him  concerning  my  family 
affairs,  going  back  for  a  period  of  about  30  years.    At  this  interview  you  told  Mr. 


you 

and  Mr.  Bird  called  and  made  another  extended  visit,  making  the  same  line  of  inquiry 
concerning  ray  family  affairs,  and  at  this  meeting  between  Bird,  Mr.  Howells,  and 
yourself  Mr.  Howells  says  that  Mr.  Bird  stated  that  there  were  large  sums  of  money 
given  to  me  in  the  campaign  of  1910  of  which  I  could  give  no  accounting. 

As  far  as  your  going  into  my  family  affairs  is  concerned,  I  have  but  very  little  con- 
cern, for  there  are  always  two  sides  to  a  story,  but  I  am  very  much  mystified  after 
reading  oyer  several  of  your  letters,  and  particularly  Mr.  Bird's  letter  dated  October 
28, 1911,  in  each  paragraph  of  which  that  man  pretends  to  show  the  greatest  friendship 
for  me  and  my  success  for  the  future,  one  paragraph  of  which  reads  as  follows: 

"I  want  you  to  feel  that  I  am  still  your  friend  and  that  I  shall  feel  it  a  privilege 
to  see  you  and  hear  from  you  often,  and  if  at  any  time  I  can  be  of  any  service  that  is 
within  my  power  to  render  it  is  yours  for  the  asking,  and  I  know  that  on  our  part, 
inasmuch  as  you  have  expressed  your  willingness  to  be  of  service  to  us  and  to  the 
organization,  this  tender  of  your  services  will  without  question  be  taken  advantage  of." 

At  the  interview  between  Bird,  Mr.  Howells,  and  yourself  Mr.  Bird  intimated  to 
Mr.  Howells  that  he  made  an  investigation  concerning  properties  I  owned  in*  Balti- 
more, and  that  he  was  going  to  get  a  complete  history  of  my  whole  transactions  for 
use  in  the  future. 

After  hearing  Mr.  Howells' s  story  here  in  Baltimore  I  wrote  to  a  member  of  my  family 
in  Cleveland,  who  confirmed  by  letter  the  story  given  by  Howells,  and  to  convince 
myself  further  last  week  I  made  a  trip  to  Cleveland  to  get  the  details  of  your  visit 
and  Mr.  Bird's  visit  to  that  city,  and  1  am  fully  convinced  that  instead  of  Mr.  fiird 
and  you  being  my  friends  it  is  just  the  opposite. 

Howells  also  stated  that  he  was  surprised  that  the  president  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  would  make  this  investigation  himself,  for  he  thought  the 
president  of  that  organization  was  too  big  a  man  to  go  hunting  for  scandal,  and  on 
your  second  visit  with  Mr.  Bird  he  was  shocked  at  the  unfair  means  that  both  of  you 
gentlemen  took  in  this  case. 

When  I  tendered  mv  resignation  to  your  organization  on  the  23d  of  last  October, 
I  stated  to  every  official  I  met  belonging  to  the  organization  that  I  intended  to  be 
fair  and  that  I  would  not  take  service  with  any  organization  that  was  working  in 
opposition  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  I  fairly  and  squarely  lived 
up  to  this  promise,  although  I  made  no  agreement  with  you  or  Mr.  Bird  to  do  so, 
and  I  have  had  all  kinds  of  opportunities  to  join  the  ranks  of  the  opposition  to  your 
organization  any  time  that  I  wish  to  do  so. 

About  the  first  of  last  February,  on  one  of  visits  to  Washington,  I  had  a  long  inter- 
view with  Congressman  James  A.  McDermott,  of  the  fourth  Illinois  district,  and 
Congressman  William  Wilson,  of  the  fifteenth  Pennsylvania  district.  I  also  had 
several  interviews  with  Mr.  John  Gardner,  the  chairman  of  the  United  States  Brew- 
ers' Association,  and  all  of  those  gentlemen  have  advised  me  on  frequent  occasions 
to  tender  my  services  to  the  labor  organizations.  Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  Wilson 
made  arrangements  in  the  early  part  of  February  to  have  Mr.  Gompers  and  myself 
come  together  and  talk  matters  over,  and  to  oblige  Mr.  McDermott  I  met  Mr.  Gom- 
pers at  Dr.  Nevins's  home  in  Washington,  D.  C,  in  that  month  and  had  an  hour's 
interview  with  him  concerning  the  workings  of  the  two  organizations.  About  a 
week  later  I  had  another  interview  with  Mr.  Gompers  through  Mr.  McDermott  at 
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the  oiliee  of  Ralston,  Siddons  &  Richardson,  attorneya  at  law,  in  Washington,  P.  C 
und  I  learned  at  this  interview  what  those  gentlemen  were  after,  and  that  was  they 
were  very  anxious  to  neeure  the  letter*?  and  documents  that  I  had  after  leaving  your 
organization.  I  jjave  no  consideration  to  any  of  the  propositions  those  gentlemen 
made  to  me  at  those  meetings,  and  about  a  week  later  Mr.  J.  H.  Ralston,  Mr.  Gom- 
1  >ers ' s  persi >  n  a  1  attorney.  <  am e  to  Haiti  more .  Md . ,  and  phoned  to  me  from  Judge 
Niles's  oiliee,  a  prominent  member  of  the  bench  in  this  city,  that  he  and  Jud^e  Xilw 
were  coming  out  to  my  home,  and  he  was  bringing  Judge  Niles  for  the  purpose  oi 
pledging  to  me  that  any  promise  they  made  would  be  made  good,  providing  1  would 
give  them  certain  inf'  filiation  1  had  concerning  the  workings  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturer.-!,  and  also  allow  them  to  examine  the  letters  I  had  in  my 
possession  covering  tin1  peril »d  of  the  last  10  years.  I  phoned  back  to  Mr.  Ralstoi 
that  he  need  not  brin*:  Judge  Niles  or  anybody  else  inxm  a  mission  of  this  kind,  and 
although  I  needed  work  and  employment  very  lnucii  at  the  time,  I  informed  Mr. 
Ralston  that  I  .-till  believed  I  had  numerous  friends  in  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  who  had  faiih  enough  in  me  to  trust  me  in  the  past,  and  that  I  was 
goimr  to  continue  to  deserve  that  trust  in  the  future,  and  I  would  have  nothing  to 
<\o  with  any  proposition  made  to  me  by  those  gentlemen. 

I  make  this  statement  concerning  my  meetings  with  Mr.  Gompers  and  hi?  friend* 
to  show  you  that  I  did  not  sneak  around,  nor  could  I  be  tempted  to  sell  out  friend? 
who  had  trusted  me,  and  I  informed  Mr.  IJird  of  those  interviews  about  the  time  they 
took  place,  at.  his  New  York  oflice.  lie  made  very  light  of  them;  so,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  he,  knowing  the  stand  1  took  against  the  enemies  of  vour  organization,  should 
have  at  least  conceded  me  the  right  to  be  present  when  Mr.  Bird  and  yourself  sought 
information  about  my  personal  affairs  and  went  to  the  rankest  enemies  that  I  liaveir 
life  to  get  that  information. 

The  laM  time  1  saw  Mr.  I>inl  in  New  York  be  gave  me  to  understand  that  Mr.  Howdls 
wrote  to  him  concerning  my  Cleveland  affairs,  and  also  a  man  by  the  name  of  Wabh 
wrote  to  him  on  the  same  matter.  The  statement  he  made  to  me  at  this  time  ap]>eare 
to  be  a  plain  falsehood. 

He  also  stated  on  this  occasion,  all  hough  he  had  this  information,  it  would  never  go 
any  further  than  him,  and  now  I  am  thoroughly  given  to  understand  that  he  peddled 
and  gave  it  around  to  every  prominent  member  of  the  association,  thin  one-sided  false- 
hood, and  he  knew  this  was  the  ease  when  he  was  telling  me  it  would  never  go  any 
further. 

At  the  convention  held  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  1910  I  was 
over  in  Washington  for  three  days  making  an  effort  to  induce  Speaker  Cannon  and 
other  leaders  of  the  Republican  Parly  to  adilre^  the  banquet  held  by  your  association 
that  vear. 

(The  chairman  further  road  the  paragraph  in  the  letter  beginning 
with  "For  the  throe  days  that  1  was  hi  Washington"  down  to  li rav- 
ings of  a  crazy  woman. ,?) 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  never  read  this  letter  in  full. 
The  part  which  has  just  been  road  relates  to  a  woman,  not  to  a  man, 
and  that  is  a  different  proposition.  I  do  not  think  that  stuff  ought 
to  go  in  here. 

I  do  not  think  the  press  ought  to  refer  to  it,  and  I  think  the  press 
will  not. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  so,  either. 

Senator  Heed.  It  would  not  bo  right. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  contiuuo  to  road  from  the  letter: 

I  havealuay-  been  faithful  ami  Mjiiare  !•»  every  member  of  your  association,  work- 
ing day  and  night  for  if-  -m-ce--.  and  I  believe  the  record  of  the  past  six  month*  of 
your  organization  in  Wa.-hiugfoii  will  filly  justify  ibis  statement. 

I  also  wish  to  stat"  that  since  Mr.  I'ird  joined  the  organization  I  realized  I  had  an 
onemv  in  him.  but  notwithstanding  tlnr  I  have  dune  everything  that  it  was*  jtopsible 
for  a  human  being  in  return  good  for  evil,  ami  1  thought  when  1  lei't  the  organization 
that  this  man  would  stop  his  dirty  work,  and  not  attempt,  as  he  has  been  doing. 
especially  for  the  pa*t  six  months,  to  keep  me  from  getting  employment,  ho  that  I 
might  be  ;>blo  to  --upport  tho<e  i li.ii  are  dependent  upnri  me.  I  have  kept  quiet,  and 
made  no  effort  in  resent  the  insult**  that  h:«ve  been  hurled  at  me  for  a  loin*  period  of 
time,  bui  my  ijniel  period  has  passed,  and  1  think  I  am  justified  in  asking  and  de- 
manding front  you  an  explanation  of  the  infamous  statement  ma  tie  by  Mr.   Bird, 
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ich  he  knows  to  be  false,  that  is,  that  I  could  not  account  for  moneys  given  to  me, 
my  itemized  statements  to  him  regularly  show  where  every  cent  and  every  dollar 
fceived  from  your  association  went  to,  and  I  am  ready  and  willing  at  any  time  to 
w  the  duplicate  accounts  of  my  expenditures,  which  I  now  hold  in  my  possession, 
,ny  member  of  vour  organization  who  wishes  to  avail  themselves  thereof, 
shall  await  patiently  an  answer  to  this  letter  for  it  may  save  me  from  appealing  to 
many  leading  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  for  fair  play, 
1 1  am  positive  that  it  will  soon  be  known  to  every  member  of  the  National  Asso- 
;ion  of  Manufacturers  that  Mr.  Bird,  handling  the  affairs  of  the  National  Associa- 
i  of  Manufacturers  as  its  general  manager,  is  almost  entirely  responsible  for  putting 
wwer  atrain  at  the  National  Capital  that  organization  which  you  quote  in  your  last 
:ial  bulletin  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  as  the  labor  octopus, 
>wn  as  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  which  has  made  a  criminal  recora  for 
If  blacker  than  any  record  made  by  any  organization  known  to  history,  and  you  do 
except  the  Black  Hand  or  Molly  Maguires  or  the  Ku  Klux  Klan. 
called  at  your  home  at  Dayton,  Ohio,  about  the  17th  of  last  April  for  the  express 
pose  of  making  a  complete  statement  to  you  concerning  my  relations  with  Lula  K. 
[hall.  I  am  positive  if  I  had  found  you  at  that  time  instead  of  condemning  me 
would  have  pitied  me,  for  I  want  to  close  this  letter  by  plainly  stating  that  I  have 
er  known  but  two  women  in  my  life 

Senator  Reed.  There  again  the  letter  seems  to  refer  to  women, 
i  I  think  it  should  be  omitted. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  so,  too.  I  will  omit  that  portion  and 
itinue : 

hope  that  through  the  courts  in  the  very  near  future  I  will  be  able  to  clear  up  this 
;ter  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  my  friends,  and  I  am  sure  that  instead  of  getting 
ir  condemnation  I  will  still  retain  the  friendship  of  every  decent  God-fearing 
nd  that  I  have  ever  made. 

Very  respectfully,  yours,  Martin  M.  Mulhall, 

S9SS  Old  York  Rood,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Senator  Walsh.  Now  let  us  see  if  we  can  take  up  the  question.     It 

ts  if  he  had  the  interviews  with  Mr.  Gompers  referred  to  in  the 

ter. 

The  Chairman.  Is  the  statement  that  I  have  just  quoted  in  the 

ber  correct?    Did  you  have  the  interviews  with  Mr.  Gompers  in 

)  city  of  Washington? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  with  Mr.  Ralston  also  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  next  question  is: 

53.  Did  you  also  have  a  telephone  message  from  Mr.  Ralston  as 

,ted  in  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember. 

rhe  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

34.  Did  you  give  them  the  same  reasons  for  refusing  their  request 

it  you  stated  in  your  letter  just  read  ? 

Vlr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

34-a.  What  inducements  or  offers  were  made  by  the  persons  referred 

in  these  interviews  to  prevail  upon  you  to  do  what  you  say  they 

Bred  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  answer  that  question.     Those  papers  were 

Bred  to  them  freely.     There  was  no  price  set  on  the  papers  or  any- 

ng  else. 

Mr.  McCarter.  But  he  says  "to  sell"  them. 

rhe  Chairman.  He  has  a  right  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  point  I  make  is  that  he  testified  day  before 

jterday  that  he  off  erect  these  letters  voluntarily 
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Senator  Cummins.  That  is  for  us  to  consider.  He  has  testified  now 
that  he  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  My  recollection  is  directly  opposite  to  yours,  Mr. 
McCarter.     It  was  a  loose  statement  that  he  afterwards  qualified. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

65.  I  observe  on  page  3  of  the  New  York  World  for  Sunday,  June 
29,  1913,  where  is  printed  a  portion  of  your  verified  statement,  that 
you  say,  referring  to  Congressman  Watson: 

He  had,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Emery  and  myself,  three  active  members  of  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee  removed.  Among  the  three  removed  was  Mr.  George  A.  Pearre, 
who  introduced  the  Pearre  injunction  bill,  which  was  very  obnoxious  to  the  manufac- 
turers, and  in  the  place  of  the  three  men  removed  three  very  subservient  members 
were  appointed,  Mr.  Vreeland  of  New  York,  and  Mr.  Bannon  of  Ohio,  being  two  of 
them.  So  this  committee  was  fixed  from  that  time  on  to  make  it  impossible  to  get 
any  legislation  through  unless  it  was  O.  K'd  by  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. 

You  did  not  repeat  that  statement  on  the  witness  stand,  did  you  f 
Mr.  Mulhall.  1  do  not  believe  I  did.     I  do  not  think  it  was  asked 
me. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

66.  Did  you  omit  it  because  of  the  fact  that  you  had  ascertained 
either  through  the  report  of  the  speech  upon  the  floor  of  the  House  of 
Congressman  Mann  smce  the  publication  of  your  article,  or  otherwise, 
that  the  Mr.  Bannon,  to  whom  you  referred,  had  already  been  a 
member  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  for  over  a  year,  and  that  Mr. 
Vreeland  had  never  been  a  member  of  that  committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  Mr.  Mann's 
statement.  I  only  paid  attention  at  the  time  to  the  request  made — 
I  mean  what  Mr.  Watson  stated  to  me  at  the  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  first  statement  in  question  65,  that 
Senator  Overman  read  to  you  from  the  World,  true  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  quite  catch  all  the  article. 

The  Chairman.  I  "will  read  it  again: 

He  had,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Emery  and  myself,  three  active  members  of  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee  removed.  Among  the  three  removed  was  Mr.  George  A.  Pearre, 
who  introduced  the  Pearre  injunction  bill,  which  was  very  obnoxious  to  the  manufac- 
turers, and  in  the  place  of  the  three  men  removed  three  very  subservient  members 
were  appointed,  Mr.  Vreeland  o!  New  York,  and  Mr.  Bannon  of  Ohio,  being  two  of 
them,  bo  this  committee  was  fixed  from  that  time  on  to  make  it  impossible  to  get 
any  legislation  through  unless  it  was  O.  K.'d  by  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe,  as  near  as  I  can  remember,  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  did  do  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  so ;  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  did  you  succeed  in  doing  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Watson  had  that  in  hand.  I  do  not  know  how 
he  succeeded. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  started  Mr.  Watson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Watson  spoke  to  me  about  it.  I  mean  it  was 
talked  about  between  Mr.  Watson  and  I,  as  near  as  my  memory 
serves  me  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  you  and  Mr.  Watson  conspired  to  do  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  any  conspiracy  about  it 
at  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  agreed  to  do  that  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  Mr.  Watson  reported 
the  transaction  after  it  occurred.  As  I  said,  I  do  not  remember  the 
members  that  were  taken  off  and  placed  on. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  submit  to  the  committee,  with  all 
due  respect,  that  this  very  question  and  answer  show  at  once  the 
entire  futility  of  our  attempting  to  cross-examine  under  this  complex 
restriction. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  have  any  questions  to  ask,  you  may  write 
them  out. 

Mr.  Emery.  Of  course  I  could  not  ask  them  this  afternoon  to  an 
answer  made  now. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands  that  it  was  not 
a  complete  cross-examination.  Of  course  you  appreciated  that  the 
other  day  when  you  cheerfully  agreed  to  it. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  appreciate  it  then.  I  took  the  term  "cross- 
examination"  as  it  is  ordinarily  meant.  If  we  misunderstood  it,  it 
is  a  miscarriage  of  a  customary  interpretation. 

The  Chairman.  I  supposed  you  unaerstood  what  cross-examination 
means  when  you  are  to  ask  questions  by  means  of  written  interroga- 
tories. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  fairness  is  fairness.  Mr. 
Emery  was  not  here  when  the  proposition  was  made.  The  proposi- 
tion was  made  as  I  read  it.  The  proposition  was  that  counsel  were  to 
have  the  right  to  cross-examine.  I  said  I  accepted  that.  I  thought 
that  was  wnat  was  given  to  us.  If  there  was  a  misapprehension 
about  it,  if  the  questions  were  not  to  be  followed  up  in  case  of  some- 
thing that  arose  in  an  emergency  from  a  particular  answer,  then  I 
did  not  understand  it.  Perhaps  I  was  stupid.  I  plead  guilty  to  the 
charge  of  stupidity,  but  I  did  not  suppose  that  we  would  be  bound 
by  any  cast-iron  agreement,  or  that  we  were  being  led  into  a  trap. 
TTiere  was  evidently  a  misunderstanding.  Mr.  Emery  was  not  here. 
I  thought  we  were  to  be  permitted  to  cross-examine,  because  the  record 
plainly  says  the  counsel  can  cross-examine,  and  that  the  questions 
thev  aesire  to  put  shall  be  put  into  writing  24  hours  in  advance. 

Tfhe  Chairman.  In  writing. 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  writing. 

The  Chairman.  And  here  are  the  questions.     The  next  is : 

67.  On  pace  4  of  the  same  issue  of  the  New  York  World,  in  your 
verified  article  you  state: 

I  believe  that  my  accounts  will  show,  for  the  period  I  was  employed  by  the 
organization,  that  I  myself  handled  close  on  to  $200,000,  and  this  money  was  strictly 
used  in  corrupting  voters  and  in  doing  lobby  work  in  Washington  and  in  State  capi- 
tals. 

Before  making  that  statement,  verified  as  it  was,  had  you  made 
any  examination  of  your  accounts  to  see  how  much  money  had  in  fact 
passed 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Wait  until  I  get  through  with  the  question. 

Before  making  that  statement,  verified  as  it  was,  had  yoti  made 
any  examination  of  your  accounts  to  see  how  much  money  had  in 
fact  passed  through  your  hands  from  the  association,  either  for 
"corrupting  voters' '  or  " doing  lobby  work  in  Washington  and  in 
State  capitals"  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  I  did,  but  I  say  I  do  not  believe 
the  amounts  mentioned  there  are  strictly  correct. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  the  amount,  in  your  opinion  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  let  me  go  through  my  accounts  in  the 
campaigns  that  I  have  been  in  I  will  answer  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  can  do  that.  You  will  be  before  the  House 
committee  for  a  while,  and  after  that  you  can  answer  it. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

68.  How  much  in  fact  did  pass  through  your  hands  for  any  and 
every  purpose,  either  from  the  ^National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
or  tne  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  aswer  that  question  at  this  time. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

69.  Have  you  any  documents  in  your  possession  which  will  indi- 
cate this  ?    If  so,  why  have  you  not  produced  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  documents  are  with  this  committee,  if  you 
mean  that  I  have  any  documents  in  my  possession  at  the  present 
time  that  I  believe  will  help  me  out  on  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  keep  two  classes  of  accounts,  one 
for  yourself  and  one  you  sent  in  for  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  all  along 

Senator  Nelson.  Answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  all  along  in  this  examination  that  I  have 
never  kept  any  accounts ;  that  I  had  an  accountant  with  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  Answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  answer  the  question  the  way  it  is  put. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  can  answer  it  yes  or  no,  and  then  you  can 
make  an  explanation.    Did  you  not  keep  two  sets  of  accounts? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember;  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  One  for  yourself  and  one  that  you  sent  in  to  the 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  they  always  alike? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  they  were. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  not  got  those  copies  that  you  kept  for 
your  own  use  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  are  with  this  committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  vou  turned  in  all  of  the  accounts? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  that  I  could  find;  yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  whether  you  con- 
cluded that  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  repeat  the  question: 

69.  Have  you  any  documents  in  your  possession  which  will  in- 
dicate this ?    If  so,  why  have  you  not  produced  them? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  produced  every  account  that  I  know  of. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  now  read  question  71-a: 

71 -a.  You  testified  before  this  committee  that  you  had  expended 
between  $400,000  and  8700,000  in  your  work  for  these  people.  Do 
you  not  know  that  such  total  will  not  exceed  $48,976.27  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  make  that  statement.  I  would  like  to 
have  my  testimony  on  that  subject. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  not  know  that  such  total  will  not  exceed 

$48,970.27  i 
Mr.  Mulhall.  What  I  have  reference  to,  if  it  is  in  the  World,  is 
'lis  organization  has  collected.     There  are  two  organiza- 
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tions,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  answer  that  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  going  to  ask  it  again.  Do  you  not  know  that 
the  sum  total  of  this  amount — that  is,  the  amount  of  money  that  you 
expended-  will  not  exceed  $48,976.27? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  that  the  matter  shall  be  clear  here,  what 
amount  of  money  did  you  handle,  if  you  handled  any,  other  than  that 
which  appears  in  your  regular  statements  of  account  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  the  first  four  years  I  was  with  the  organization 
there  were  no  accounts  kept.  They  absolutely  refused  even,  as  I 
stated  before  in  giving  my  testimony,  to  allow  me  to  sign  the  checks 
sent  me  for  the  $40  a  wreek  for  expenses,  so  thai  I  could  not  give  an 
accounting. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  for  four  years  you  rendered  no 
accounts  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  was  given  orders  not  to  render  any  account. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  render  any  accounts  for  four  years  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes — well,  during  Mr.  Cushing's  administration.  I 
will  not  say  for  four  years. 

Senator  Walsh.  During  the  Cushing  administration  you  rendered 
no  accounts  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  thereafter  render  accounts  for  all  moneys 
that  passed  through  your  hands  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  With  the  exception  of  the  $3,000  I  believe  that  was 
given  me  in  the  campaign  of  1910  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district. 

Senator  Reed.  I  ciesire  to  ask  a  question  there. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  not  quite  finished.  Did  you  make  collec- 
tions of  moneys  in  the  various  congressional  districts  into  which  you 
went,  in  addition  to  the  moneys  reported  in  your  accounts? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  I  was  not  allowed  to  do  that.  Their  collec- 
tors done  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  assistance,  if  any,  did  you  give  or  render  in 
the  matter  of  collecting  moneys  in  these  various  districts  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  my  campaigning  such  as  I  did  in  Indiana  or 
othe-  States,  wherever  there  was  anybody  who  wished  to  give  amounts 
toward  campaign  purposes  I  reported  it  to  the  officers  of  the  organiza- 
tion, and  then  they  sent  collectors  after  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  do  any  soliciting  in  the  various  congres- 
sional districts  into  which  you  went? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  the  campaign  of  1908,  in  Mr.  Watson's  campaign; 
yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Among  whom  did  vou  thus  solicit  the  funds? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  is  a  list  of  names  that  I  have  given  here,  I 
believe,  in  the  previous  testimony,  that  shows  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  was  among  those  mentioned  in  the  lists  fur- 
nished you  by  this  association  that  you  solicited  these  funds  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Are  we  to  understand  that  from  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  You  have  a  large  amount  of  letters  on  that 
subject,  that  were  given  to  me  by  Van  Cleave  to  show  certain  manu- 
facturers, and  those  letters  I  believe  are  in  evidence  here. 
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Senator  Keep.  One  question  further.  In  addition  to  the  Watson 
campaign,  where  the  letters  show  that  you  went  around  with  other 
people  and  solicited  money,  I  will  ask  you  if  you  did  not  write  letters 
urging  people  to  trive  money  in  different  campaigns?  For  instance, 
did  you  not  have  some  correspondence  with  Mr.  Hines  about  the  cam- 
paign up  in  the  di>trirt  where  he  was  interested? 

Mr.  Mri.HAi.i..  Yes. 

Senator  Heed.  Efforts  were  made  to  raise  monev  there? 

Mr.  Mii.H.vt.L.  Yes. 

Senator  Keep.  In  every  district  into  which  you  went,  were  thert 
not  efforts  made  to  raise  monev  from  mem  Iters  of  this  association  i 

Mr.  Mi'i.iiAi.1..  Not  direct  l»y  r.ie.  Senator. 

Senator  Kv.r.n.  1  am  talking  a'v*o\i\  the  efforts  being  made. 

Mr.  Mri.HAi.i..  As  near  as  1  car.  remember,  yes. 

Senator  Ki:f.i\  And  you  assist eii  thest*  men  in  many  cases  in  going 
about  to  eollee:  this  money,  and  in  eoing  to  these  men  who  were 
memlvrs  of  the  as>i»ciation  * 

Mr.  Mi  in  vi  i .  As  a  rule  1  repined  the  fact  to  the  organization  of 
those  who  were  willing  ti»  eoritrilnii-e.  and  they  sent  for  the  money. 

Senator  Kv.r/n.  1  am  not  talking  about  your  getting  the  money. 
Pid  vou  heln  them  to  cvt  it  * 

Mr.  Mi  i.HAi.i..  Yes. 

Senator  Krivn.  In  the  es>e>  wherr  they  went  around  in  these  con- 
gressional districts  of  the  mem  her*  if  the  association — that  is,  where 
the  local  parties  went  around,  and  you  went  and  assisted  them  and 
made  >u£>resnons  do  >  ou  kr*:  w  whether  or  not  a  report  of  that  fact 
was  made  to  the  association,  so  that  it  would  show  on  its  books,  or 
w  as  the  mono  si : ; :n  *  \  ;  a  ken  a n d  >iw* :  t  here  locally  i 

Mr.  Mi  in \i.i .  In  cam^a&i:r.s  ana  strikes  that  thev  broke — do  vou 
wish  me  to  £o  into  I he  details'. 

Senator  Kniv  rlust  an>wn  the  ouestion  generally,  whether  the 
inone\N  that  were  oo]W:ed  in  these  mcaI  districts  and  in  these  local 
lifjUis  wa>  sent  ;n  to  the  :"*ssocsa;ion  and  then  sent  back,  or  whether 
1 1  w :» <■  i »m\  1  1 1 1 nv x  1  \  h\  i  *: ; e  h vs.i  :»iv  •:  »h ■  * 

Mr  \h  iiivn  1  c.».;ld  ::i-i  say  that.  Their  money  affairs  as  far 
:in  iiinr  ojy.:nn>:iiion  w  :i>  i\ -not-mod,  1  wa>  not  let  in  on  the  inside  of, 
in  rcsptvf  to  m:ii;eiN  oi  :;,ai  kind.  1  might  suggest,  as  I  was  going 
to  *«a\ .  to  m\  certain  k;;,whv.ce  they  demanded  from  the  hatters 
V/o.ooo  toward  then  Nasi. .:ia'i  i"-o;;nciI  for  Industrial  Defense  for  the 
woik  i lic\  «iid  m  i!-.»i  >:r:ke.  .viVo:v:;:i£  ; o  my  memory. 

Seu:i(o)  Ivmo  ^  on  :,re  ce:;*\£  :.^ay  from  my  question,  and  I 
wish  \.mi  woulil  t:\  :or  .-,  -..■..-..;:;:  to  .i-ien  to  what  mv  questions  are. 
anil  ?mv  it  \ou  Mt\\  uot  :ir.>«i-r  :  :.-.-:v:.  :*nd  see  if  von  can  not  give  me 
a  pl:iin  niuu,.!,:  :.;.Mwr  ".  >:..-...  :  :t\-.  !.■•  ftsk  several  questions,  per- 
haps  I  ii.ihoo  Mu.\  ::.  «:.j  ^!l;sv;  o:im;»*i£rn  that  the  letters  snow 
t h:ii  \ «mi  w i-iv  \  ;i \  a,  i  a  e  ■.-.-.  ::r^-  -..£  iTjcots  of  the  association  to  call 
m*.ui  ilu-n  ..irs-^.ht-jv  ,o  c.-:-.: r.h-..:e.  i  refer  to  the  members  who 
wim-o  Ui.m-.-  m  \\\    \\  .w  v.  >  S::.;i       N.    .:  n  member  that  ? 

Mi    Nli  1 11  vm     ^  « v 

'Vii.n.'i    Kmo     1 ':..  ;.:■;     ■::-.->  ihai  show  that  there  were 

xaii.Mi--  -.i.MV  ,.;  ;;.. ^  ;.;,.,   -%  .  :.:•,.-,■■:».  :,v  ihe  local  people  from  the 

itiamihit  ,  iiivi-v 

Ml     Nil  «  iivt  i      ^,  o> 
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Senator  Reed.  And  you  state  about  some  $2,000  of  that,  I  believe, 
that  you  knew  had  been  carried  over  to  Mr.  Watson. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  As  far  as  you  know,  was  that  money  carried  over 
to  Mr.  Watson  directly,  or  was  it  sent  to  New  York  or  Washington 
and  then  sent  back  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  far  as  I  know,  and  what  was  reported  to  me, 
that  was  not  sent  to  New  York.  It  was  brought  by  Mr.  Hanch  and 
Mr.  Parrv  to  Rushville,  Ind. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  not  sent  to  New  York? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  would  appear,  then,  that  at  least  in  that  instance 
the  money  that  was  collected  from  the  manufacturers  of  Indiana 
never  reached  the  treasury  of  this  company,  although  the  officers  of 
this  company,  some  of  them,  at  least,  including  yourself,  had  been 
active  in  soliciting  the  funds. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  know  if  that  same  system,  speaking 
broadly  and  generally,  was  followed  in  other  districts  into  which  you 
went  ?  For  instance,  you  went  over  into  Maryland,  and  you  had  a 
list  of  manufacturers  over  there.  If  there  was  any  money  raised  in 
these  districts  or  elsewhere  from  the  manufacturers  in  a  local  fight, 
did  you  know  whether  it  was  just  raised  and  expended  by  the  local 
people,  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  only  instance  that  I  know  of — except,  as 
I  said,  in  the  McClave  campaign,  where  I  went  to  Mr.  Barbour  with 
Mr.  McClave — that  I  had  anything  to  do  with,  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Reed.  You  state  that  in  Mr.  McClave's  campaign  you  went 
with  him  to  Mr.  Barbour. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  obtained  from  him,  either  by  loan  or  gift, 
some  $2,000. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  taken  and  used  right  there,  locally. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  as  far  as  you  know,  never  was  sent  to  the  asso- 
ciation ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  the  association  had  anything  to  do 
with  it  except  my  reporting  the  fact  to  the  association. 

Senator  Reed.  The  association  had  furnished  you  a  list  of  men  over 
there,  had  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  do  not  believe  it  did. 

Senator  Reed.  In  the  McClave  district  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  not  have  a  list  of  manufacturers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  hacf  a  list  of  manufacturers  of  that  district.  I  do 
not  believe  the  organization  gave  it  to  me.  I  think  they  might  have 
sent  me  some  of  their  cards.  They  have  a  card  system  of  their  mem- 
bership.    I  often  called  for  those. 

Senator  Reed.  I  just  want  your  knowledge,  and  not  your  guess. 
According  to  your  letters  that  nave  been  read  here,  in  nearly  every 
campaign  there  were  appeals  to  the  association  for  financial  aid,  and 
there  have  been  letters  read  where  there  were  appeals  sent  out  by  the 
association  for  financial  aid.     I  simply  want  to  get  at  the  point 
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whether,  when  the  money  was  raised  in  the  local  district,  or  strike, 
that  money  necessarily  came  from  the  treasury  of  the  association,  or 
whether  it  was  raised  by  its  members  or  its  officers  in  the  local  district 
and  there  expended  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  said,  we  only  got  the  instance  in  the  Jenkins 
campaign  in  the  eleventh  congressional  district  of  Wisconsin,  and  the 
campaign  in  Indiana,  and  this  McClave  affair.  I  have  often  stated, 
where  there  was  money  turned  over,  the  people  were  willing  to  con- 
tribute, and  I  have  reported  that  fact  to  the  office.  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  collected  it  or  not.  I  was  given  thoroughly  to  under- 
stand, as  Mr.  Bird  said  to  me  in  the  campaign  of  1910.  in  the  Hughes 
fight,  that  he  would  send  his  solicitor  over  there,  and  alter  the  moneys 
would  be  collected  in  Paterson  and  in  the  district,  then  he  would  let 
me  know  how  much  money  he  could  give  me  for  the  campaign.  That 
is  about  the  only  instance  I  can  recall  at  the  present  time  where  there 
was  such  a  report  as  that  made  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  I  wanted  to  ask. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  stated  that  under  Mr.  Cushing's 
administration  you  rendered  no  accounts  to  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  keep  any  accounts  yourself? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  allowed  to  keep  any  accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  For  your  own  use  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  I  was  not  allowed  to  keep  any  accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  you  went  to  touch  up  the  manufacturers 
and  induce  them  to  pay  money  that  you  say  you  did  not  collect,  did 
you  carry  around  a  subscription  list  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  you  do  to  let  the  manufacturers  know 
about  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Gushing  attended  entirely  to  that  matter. 

Senator  Nelson.  No,  no ;  but  when  you  went  around  and  canvassed 
them,  how  did  the  association  know  whom  to  call  on  for  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  made  no  efforts  of  that  kind  while  I  was  with  Mr. 
Cushing. 

Senator  Nelson.  Under  Mr.  Cushing's  administration  you  never 
tried  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  never  tried  to  get  the  manufacturers  to 
furnish  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  afterwards.  Then,  coming  to  the  time 
subsequent  to  his  administration,  what  was  the  method  you  pursued  ? 
Did  you  go  around  among  the  manufacturers  and  talk  to  them  about 
contributing  to  the  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  in  the  Watson  campaign;  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  report  each  manufacturer  you  called  on, 
and  state  what  he  would  give  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  kept  a  memorandum  of  those  things  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  never  collected  any  money  yourself? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  a  dollar. 

Senator  Nelson.  Never  in  any  case  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  testified  here  in  your  examination  in  chief, 
I  think,  as  near  as  I  can  recall  it,  that  you  expended  about  $200,000 
of  the  association  in  corrupting  voters  and  in  lobbying  at  Washington 
and  Albany. 

Air.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  my  testimony  read  on  that 
subject  before  I  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Nelson  (reading) : 

I  believe  that  my  accounts  will  show  for  the  period  I  was  employed  by  the  organiza- 
tion that  I  myself  handled  close  on  to  $200,000,  and  this  money  was  strictly  used  in 
corrupting  voters  and  in  doing  lobby  work  in  Washington  and  in  State  capitals. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Did  I  testify  that  here  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes.  I  do  not  mean  testified;  I  mean  to  ask 
whether  that  is  in  the  World  statement  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  do  not  believe  I  have 
ever  made  that  statement  to  the  World,  that  statement  of  $200,000. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  made  an  affidavit  in  the  case  of  the  World, 
did  you  not? 

Mx.  Mulhall.  Before  it  was  printed;  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  made  an  affidavit,  and  I  think  I  have  a  copy 
of  it  here.     I  will  read  from  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  read  from  my  statement  given  to  the 
World — I  will  not  accept  that  statement  given  to  the  public  by  the 
World,  but  if  you  will  get  the  statement  I  made  to  the  World 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  your  affidavit: 

M.  M.  Mulhall,  residing  at  No.  3933  Old  York  Road,  in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  says 
that  he  is  the  author  of,  and  personally  dictated,  the  statement  to  he  published  by  the 
New  York  World,  proof  slips  of  which  have  been  personally  read,  revised  and  approved 
by  him  this  day;  also 

That  the  letters,  telegrams  and  reports  regarding  his  relations  with  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  and  certain  United  States  Senators,  Members  of  the 
United  States  House  of  Representatives,  public  officials,  and  members  of  labor  organi- 
zations, and  others,  prepared  for  publication  by  the  New  York  World,  are  genuine 
and  were  all  published  with  his  consent  and  approval. 

M.  M.  Mulhall. 

M.  M.  Mulhall,  having  personally  appeared  before  me,  says  that  he  is  the  person 
named  in  the  foregoing  and  that  the  statements  contained  in  it  are  correct. 

Given  rnder  my  hand  and  seal  this  27th  day  of  June,  1013,  in  the  City  of  Washing- 
ton, District  of  Columbia. 

[seal]  Frederk   W.  Seibold, 

Xotary  Public. 

Did  you  make  that  affidavit  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  now  read  from  the  World  statement.  I  read 
this  from  the  Sunday  issue  of  June  29.  Here  is  the  statement.  I 
will  read  it  to  you  as  it  appears  in  the  World  and  as  you  have  sworn 
to  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  As  it  appears  in  the  World  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Well,  ne  swore  to  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  as  it  appears  in  the  World.  If  you  will  get 
my  statement — I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  as  it  appears  in  tne 
World. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  printed  World,  the  same  copy  of  the  paper 
that  contains  your  affidavit. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  read  the  World  on  that 
subject. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  think  the  paper  reads  that  way. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  any  paper  now,  at 
all,  but  I  am  asking  about  the  fact. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  no  way  of  getting  at  the  fact  without  seeing 
my  accounts. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  until  half  past  3. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  ask  your  indulgence  for  a  moment.  We  have  bowed, 
as  we  must,  with  respect,  to  the  restrictions  set  on  the  cross-examina- 
tion. As  you  are  about  to  adjourn,  with  the  possibility  of  going  into 
executive  session,  on  behalf  of  those  involved  in  this  inquiry  I  beg  you 
to  reconsider  the  course  you  have  adopted  and  give  us  an  opportunity 
for  cross-examination  of  this  witness,  with  all  that  the  term  implies, 
subject  to  the  wise  restrictions  that  the  committee  may  decide  upon. 
I  ask  that  because  we  seek  the  same  end  that  you  do 

Senator  Walsh.  How  long  would  you  want  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  depends  entirely  on  the  witness,  but  we  will  submit 
to  any  limitation  the  committee  desires  to  make. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  that  was  not  the  question. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  the  committee  will  make  a  limitation,  we  will  bow 
to  it;  but  we  do  ask  you  to  grant  us  this  privilege.  Some  time  you 
may  be  put  in  the  position  where 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  limitation,  but  the  question 
is,  How  much  time  do  you  want  'i 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  permit  us  to  submit  interrogatories  to  the 
committee  as  we  go  along,  that  is  all  that  we  ask.  We  can  not  possi- 
bly frame  interrogatories  two  hours  after  matters  have  been  brought 
out  about  which  we  wish  to  inquire.  Every  lawyer  knows  that  all 
the  advantage  of  cross-examination  depends  upon  the  framing  of  the 
questions  at  the  time  matters  are  brought  out  that  it  is  desirable  to 
inquire  about,  and  we  ask  you  in  fairness  to  us,  and  in  fairness  to  the 
witness  also — because  if  he  tells  the  truth  no  cross-examination  of  ours 
can  shake  it — to  give  us  this  privilege.  It  will  be  conducive  to  the 
attainment  of  our  purpose  ana  your  purpose,  which  is  to  obtain  the 
truth. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  remark  that  there  is  very  little  of  this 
that  depends  on  the  word  of  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Mr.  Emery.  We  had  no  opportunity  to  investigate  the  original 
letter  submitted.  We  do  not  know  to  this  day  the  nature  of  many 
of  the  documents  submitted.  We  have  not  seen  one  original  docu- 
ment that  has  been  read  into  the  evidence  from  these  files  that  you 
have  gone  over,  and  we  can  not  tell  whether  they  are  authentic  or 
not.  We  have  submitted  all  our  letters  and  documents  to  the  com- 
mittee, and  we  have  requested  that  we  be  allowed  to  see  certain 
original  documents 

Senator  Walsh.  We  have  not  had  any  such  request. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  I  have  made  such  a  request  two  or  three  times. 
I  have  looked  at  one  or  two  letters 

Senator  Reed.  To  whom  did  you  make  such  a  request  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  clerk  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  that  is  aside  from  the  question  that  we  are 
now  considering. 

Mr.  Emery,  i  ou  know  As  a  man  and  as  a  lawyer,  sir,  that  in  the 
court  of  lowest  jurisdiction  in  this  land,  when  a  man  is  accused  of 
the  slightest  offense  known  to  the  law  he  has  a  right  to  confront  his 
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accuser  and  cross-examine  him  with  respect  to  his  statements. 
There  has  been  brought  forward  here  a  body  of  omnibus  indictments 
to  which  the  people  of  this  country  have  listened  for  three  weeks 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  object  to  the  slump  speech 

The  Chairman  (addressing  Mr.  Mulnali).  Sit  down. 

Mr.  Emery.  As  I  have  said,  we  have  submitted,  we  have  surren- 
dered, every  book  and  document  that  we  have,  and  court  the  fullest 
investigation.  We  do  not  evade  one  single  issue.  But  it  is  neces- 
sary, in  order  that  we  may  answer  this,  that  from  time  to  time,  when 
statements  and  charges  are  made,  wo  shall  be  permitted  to  put  an 
inquiry  that  will  fix  with  reference  to  time  and  place  the  particular 
charge  made.  We  can  not  answer  indefinite  accusations.  You  are 
going  to  examine  us,  I  hope — and  I  presume  you  are — and  you  will 
examine  us  with  every  record  and  document  in  your  possession  and 
with  every  aid  our  employees  can  give  you  to  ascertain  their  nature, 
and  we  only  ask  you  to  give  us  the  opportunity  to  secure  with  cer- 
tainty some  knowledge,  definitely  and  clirectly,  with  regard  to  places 
and  times,  as  occasion  arises,  and  to  be  permitted  to  cross-examine 
this  witness  in  your  presence,  however  limited  the  inquiry.  At  least, 
sir,  do  not,  under  the  color  of  cross-examination,  seem  to  give  us  a 
right  that  you  do  not  give  us. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oi  course,  as  to  that,  the  whole  matter  was 
thrashed  out,  and  there  was  a  perfect  agreement  about  it  that  was 
entirely  satisfactory. 

Mr.  Emery.  We  did  not  understand  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Of  course  our  rules  are  not  like  the  laws  of  the 
Medes  and  Persians,  and  we  must  always  use  our  judgment  and 
discretion. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  the  statement  of  the  gentleman  was  that, 
under  the  guise  of  cross-examination,  and  so  forth.  If  this  is  ad- 
dressed to  the  committee 

Senator  Nelson.  I  understand  it  is  in  the  discretion  of  the  com- 
mittee to  change  it. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  until  3.30  o'clock. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  before  we  get  through  with  this  witness  that 
the  witness  will  be  pretty  thoroughly  examined  by  the  committee.  I 
do  not  think  that  tnis  is  a  committee  that  is  sitting  as  a  court  with 
its  lips  closed. 

(Thereupon,  at  1.50  p.  m.,  the  committee  took  a  recess  until  3.30 
o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON    SESSION. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at 
3.30  o'clock  p.  m. 

The  Chairman.  The,  committee  want  to  assure  counsel  for  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  that  it  will  give  the  asso- 
ciation the  greatest  consideration  and  show  it  the  utmost  courtesy. 
The  committee  has  had  an  executive  session,  as  requested,  and  the 
Chair  will  stato  that  if  you  desire  to  follow  up  any  one  of  these 
questions  with  another  question,  and  you  write  out  that  question 
and  hand  it  to  me,  the  question  shall  be  asked. 

The  first  question  to  take  up  is  71a.  I  understand  that  you  do 
not  desire  to  ask  that  at  this  time. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  am  informed  by  counsel  that  that  question  was 
based  upon  testimony  appearing  at  page  91b  of  the  stenographic 
record  of  Wednesday,  July  16,  1913. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  was  based  upon  my  recollection  of  that  testi- 
mony. I  find  that  the  testimony  does  not  accurately  justify  it, 
although  the  figures  are  there.     Therefore,  we  withdraw  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  those  questions  are  withdrawn. 

The  next  question  is: 

73.  In  another  place  in  the  same  paper  of  Monday,  June  30,  you 
further  state,  your  salary  was  $5,000.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  your 
salary  never  exceeded  $3,500,  and  that  it  was  not  raised  to  that 
amount  until  early  in  the  year  1910? 

Senator  Walsh.  One  moment.  In  view  of  the  trouble  about  this 
matter,  I  think  the  statement  in  the  paper  should  be  read. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  to  be  found  on  page  2  of  a  copv  of  the  New 
York  World  of  Monday,  June  30,  1913. 

Senator  Walsh.  Are  we  to  understand  that  the  item  to  which  the 
committee  is  referred  by  counsel  is  here  represented  to  be  a  part  of  the 
sworn  statement  of  Col.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  make  any  representations.  I  am  not 
trying  to  deceive  this  committee.  I  say  that  the  article  in  the  World 
which  he  verified  himself,  Senator  Walsh,  is  before  you. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  beg  your  pardon,  but  you  were  in  error  at  one 
time,  and  evidently  you  are  not  altogether  infallible,  so  that  you  may 
have  made  a  mistake  about  this.  Can  you  admit  the  possibility  of 
that  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  I  can  make  a  mistake? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Certainly. 

Senator  Walsh.  Will  vou  kindlv  refer  to  this  and  let  us  know? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  have  pointed  it  out  to  you. 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  you  conceive  the  statement  of  Col.  Mulhall 
to  have  begun,  and  where  the  statement  of  the  World  begins. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Am  I  upon  the  witness  stand,  sir? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  understand  that  the  whole  World  article  is 
verified  by  Col.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Walsh.  Exactlv.     I  read: 

In  the  correspondence  turned  over  to  the  World  by  Col.  Mulhall  the  work  of  the 
Washington  lobby  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  can  be  traced  from 
its  practical  beginnings  in  1904  down  to  the  summer  of  1912. 

Is  it  your  understanding  that  that  is  a  statement  made  by  Col. 
Mulhall? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  understand  that  I  am  on  the  witness 
stand,  Senator  Walsh. 

Senator  Walsh.  Very  well.     I  object  to  this  question. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  object  to  the  further  appearance  of  counsel 
in  this  hearing. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  to  you,  Mr.  McCarter,  that  you  are 
not  treating  the  Senator  with  proper  courtesy. 

Mr.  McCarter.  If  I  am  not,  I  am  very  sorry. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh  asked  you  a  very  courteous  ques- 
tion, and  you  replied  in  a  very  contemptuous  manner.  Do  you 
think  that  is  proper?    The  committee  does  not  think  so. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  mean  any  contempt  of  anyone.  If  I 
have  been  contemptuous,  I  of  course  apologize,  out  I  leave  it  to  the 
committee  if,  after  I  have  pointed  out  the  specific  item  on  the  fourth 
page  of  the  Monday  edition  of  the  World,  1  have  not  done  all  that  I 
could  do  to  support  the  question. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  hurried  examination  which  I  gave  it  led  me 
to  believe  that  it  was  a  statement  of  the  paper — its  conclusion — and 
not  any  statement  made  by  Col.  Mulhall. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  so  understand  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do. 

Senator  Cummins.  We  will  endeavor  to  find  out  what  it  is,  then. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  the  page  there,  and  the  place?  I  would 
like  to  find  it.     I  have  the  entire  paper  here. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  begins  in  this  way,  reading  from  page  2  of 
the  World: 

For  the  puqx>ses  of  identification  of  the  personnel  of  the  working  force  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  lobby,  there  is  here  set  down,  to  lx?gin  with,  a 
short  characterization  of  the  men  who  may  be  conveniently  grouped  in  one  classifica- 
tion as  the  lobby  batterv. 

Col.  M.  M.  Malhall,  general  field  agent;  salary,  $5,000;  expenses,  $20,000  a  year,  on 
the  average. 

I  assume  that  is  the  statement  to  which  counsel  refers? 

Senator  Reed.  May  I  see  the  paper? 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  World's  statement. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  can  easily  settle  it.  If  he  did  not  make  any 
such  statement,  that  is  the  end  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh  has  asked  to  see  the  question. 
The  question  is: 

In  another  place  in  the  same  paper  you  reiterate  the  statement 
with  regard  to  the  $200,000,  etc. 

If  he  said  that,  it  is  a  proper  question. 

Senator  Nelson.  1  will  ask  him  the  question  on  my  own  account. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  Senator 
Nelson  asking  the  question. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  you  can  hold  me  off  from  asking 
the  question. 

Senator  Walsh.  Certainly  not;  but  I  think  this  first  ought  to  be 
disposed  of. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  preliminary  to  that.  Did  vou  ever  make 
such  a  statement  to  the  World  '. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  end  of  it,  and  we  need  not  go  a  step 
further. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  yes;  we  need  go  a  step  further.  We  shall 
determine  upon  \he  propriety  of  this  question. 

Senator  Nelson,  lie  says  that  he  never  made  such  a  statement. 

The  Chairman.  But  counsel  has  reflected  on  Senator  Walsh,  and 
wTc  must  straighten  that  out  and  see  who  is  right. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  may  be  permitted,  I  have  not  taken 
any  part  in  the  present  controversy,  but  I  desire  to  say  this:  Know- 
ing Mr.  McCarter  as  I  do,  and  knowing  the  high  professional  position 
he  occupies,  not  only  in  New  Jersey  but  in  the  country  at  large,  I 
know  that  he  is  quite  incapable  of  speaking  contemptuously  to  any 
member  of  this  committee.     I  trust  the  committee  will  realize  that 
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counsel  have  been  under  a  very  considerable  strain  in  this  investiga- 
tion. We  have  been  sitting  here  for'nearly  three  weeks  undertaking 
to  represent  clients,  under  very  adverse  conditions,  and  trying  to  treat 
the  committee  with  entire  courtesy,  and  I  hope  we  have  always  done 
30;  although  I  must  confess  that  we  have  suffered  under  the  strain 
when  we  thought  we  were  not  fairly  treated. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  no  necessity  for  anv  attempt  at  mollifi- 
cation of  me.  I  asked  permission  to  look  at  the  article,  and  I  had 
peached  the  conclusion  that  counsel  was  in  error  in  framing  the  ques- 
tion and  attributing  these  words  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  when,  as  a  matter 
:>f  fact,  they  are  to  be  attributed  to  the  World.  If  that  is  the  case, 
[  should  naturally  think  that  counsel  would,  as  in  any  other  case, 
very  cheerfully  say  that  they  were  in  error,  and  proceed  to  something 
?lse. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  assume  he  would.  We  are  in  the  same  position.  We 
assumed  the  World  based  its  statement  on  Col.  MulhalTs  statement. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  all  right.  The  witness's  statement  is 
given  in  the  World,  and  that  is  given  there.  This  appears  in  the 
comment  on  the  general  statement,  and  does  not  purport  to  be  a 
comment  of  Col.  Mulhall,  if  I  have  interpreted  it  rightly,  and  I  think 
[  have.  The  counsel  was  evidently  in  error  in  taking  the  World's 
jtatement  and  the  World's  conclusion  and  assigning  them  to  the 
witness  upon  the  stand,  and  thus  framing  his  question. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Assuming  that  is  so,  it  was  an  error  of  judgment. 

Senator  Walsh.  Undoubtedly  so;  and  when  I  attempted  to  call 
pour  attention  to  the  fact  that  you  had  made  an  error,  you  assumed 
jome  offense. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  very  respectfully  beg  your  pardon  if  you  took 
>ffense  at  anything  I  said. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  it  is  not  very  material  whether  he  received 
(3,500  or  $5,000.  What  is  material  is  the  character  of  the  work  that 
le  was  engaged  in. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  but  counsel  was  a  little  contemptuous  in  his 
nanner. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  he  was,  also. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

74.  You  have  furnished  this  committee  with  numerous  copies  of  the 
iccounts  rendered  by  you  to  the  association.  Were  they  accurate 
copies  made  by  you  at  the  time  of  the  delivery  of  the  originals  and 
•etained  by  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  copies  made  by  Lulu  K.  Mulhall.  As  I 
itated  all  along  in  my  testimony,  there  were  lots  of  those  accounts 
ihat  I  sent  in  that  I  never  even  seen  until  I  maybe  later  on  seen  the 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Emery,  if  at  any  time  you  desire  to  ask  a 
juestion,  just  say  so. 
The  next  question  is: 

75.  For  that  reason,  you  stated  in  the  World  article,  "I  have  kept 
in  itemized  account  of  nearly  all  my  expenditures  through  the  terms 
>f  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Kirby  while  they  were  presidents  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers." 

Mr.  Van  Cleave's  term  was  from  1906  to  1909,  and  Mr.  Kirby  was 
^resident  until  you  retired,  was  he  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  Just  one  moment.  Could  counsel  cite  me  to  the 
column  in  which  that  appears,  and  the  date  of  the  paper  and  the  page  ? 

Mr.  McCabter.  I  think  my  copy  of  part  of  that  is  cone. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  it  is.  This  refers  to  the  World  of  June  29.  I 
think  that  is  June  30. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  Sunday  copy  in  which  his  affidavit 
appears. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  the  Sunday  copy  before  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  other  paper,  over  which  the  controversy 
occurred,  was  that  of  the  next  day,  but  it  is  in  the  Sunday  paper 
where  the  statement  is,  and  where  Mr.  MulhalTs  affidavit  is. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  little  incongruous  that  the  article  upon  which 
he  is  being  cross-examined  has  never  been  introduced  in  evidence. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  read  that  affidavit,  and  he  admitted  that  he 
made  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  simply  make  the  statement  with  this  idea,  that 
perhaps  we  ought  to  put  in  the  article. 

Mr.  McCabter.  Let  us  pass  on,  and  we  will  find  it  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  next  question  is  founded  upon  that. 

The  Chairman.  He  has  answered  it  by  saying  yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  You  can  go  on  now  to  No.  76. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

76.  In  view  of  what  you  nave  just  stated,  as  well  as  what  you 
stated  under  oath  in  the  New  York  World,  I  call  your  attention  to 
your  letter  (2971)  dated  August  2,  1909,  addressed  to  Mr.  Boudinot, 
wherein,  after  expressing  your  inability  to  divide  your  expense  ac- 
count between  the  tariff  commission  and  the  association,  you  say: 

I  keep  no  actual  notes  of  my  expenses  after  sending  in  my  expense  account  and 
generally  destroy  the  notes,  as  I  do  not  wish  them  to  fall  into  anyone  else's  hands; 
so  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  give  an  accurate  account  or  to  divide  my  time  between 
my  actual  duties  and  what  I  have  done  for  the  success  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 
But  I  know  that  you  have  in  your  office  my  complete  expense  accounts  for  the  period 
you  mention,  etc. 

How  do  you  reconcile  that  statement  with  jour  testimony  and  the 
statement  in  the  New  York  World  ?     Which  is  true  ? 

Senator  Keed.  There  ought  to  be  read  in  connection  with  that  a 
previous  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  the  witness.  Whether  I  can 
turn  to  it  in  a  moment  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  was  simply,  in  substance,  requesting  Col. 
Mulhall 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  divide  the  accounts. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  to  divide  the  accounts  while  engaged  with 
the  tariff  commission,  which  I  never  thought  for  a  moment  they 
would  ask  for,  because  I  did  not  know  they  were  having  any  separate 
account  for  the  tariff  commission,  and  I  did  not  keep  any  accurate 
account  of  my  duties  to  the  tariff  commission,  because  I  thought  that 
belonged  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  I  thought 
my  duties  all  pertained  to  that,  and  pertained  to  both,  so  that  there 
was  no  separate  account  kept  of  the  two  committees. 

Mr.  McCakter.  I  suggest  that  he  does  not  answer  the  question. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  ask  him  how  he  reconciles  it,  andT  that  is  the 
way  he  reconciles  it. 
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Senator  WALSH-  Pardon  me,  before  >ve  pass  that.  Upon  what  in- 
formation did  Mrs.  Mulhall  make  out  these  statements  of  account 
that  went  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  actual  knowledge  of  being  with  me  in  the  field 
and  all  the  time  with  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes,  but  when  you  went  down  town  and  spent 
some  money  at  Fritz  Reuter's  she  did  not  know  anything  at  all 
about  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  generally  gave  an  account  of  my  expenses  to  her 
every  evening. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  did  you  have  knowledge  of  what  you  did 
actually  expend  during  the  daytime  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  we  generally  put  that  in  as  incidental  expenses. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand  that;  but  how  did  you  know  how 
much  you  spent  for  carfare,  how  much  for  telegrams,  and  how  much 
you  spent  at  Fritz  Reuter's  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  separated  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  know,  but  did  you  keep  this  all  in  your  mind  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  it  was  generally  the  amount  of  money  that  I 
would  have  in  my  pocket  when  I  left  in  the  morning,  and  what  I 
would  have  when  I  returned  at  night. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  queston  is: 

77.  In  the  same  Sunday  edition  of  the  World  containing  your 
article,  on  page  4  you  say: 

There  was  no  decent  piece  of  legislation  wanted  by  the  working  people,  such  as 
the  child-labor  law,  compulsory  education,  laws  to  shorten  the  hours  of  children  in 
shops  and  factories,  laws  to  better  the  condition  of  employees  of  shops  and  factories, 
principally  the  women  employees  in  the  stores,  that  the  officials  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  have  not  opposed  with  all  the  vigor  in  them. 

I  notice  that  you  did  not  repeat  that  statement  on  the  stand. 
Was  your  failure  to  repeat  it  due  to  the  fact  that  you  knew  it  was 
untrue  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  I  believe  that  statement  to  be  true. 

Senator  Reed.  I  submit  that  is  not  a  proper  question,  in  any  event. 

The  Chairman.  It  has  been  asked  and  answered. 

Senator  Reed.  I  know,  but  it  is  not  proper. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

78.  When  and  where  did  the  officials  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  oppose  vigorously  or  otherwise  any  legislation  bearing 
upon  those  subjects? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  all  times,  if  any  labor  bill  came  up,  my  instruc- 
tions were  to  oppose  it,  it  did  not  make  any  difference  what  it  was. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  respectfully  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  answer 
is  not  responsive.     Will  the  chairman  kindly  find  out  when  1 

The  Chairman.  When  and  where.  Can  you  give  the  time  and 
place  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  all  times  while  I  was  in  that  service. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  such  as  the  child  labor  law,  compul- 
sory education,  laws  to  shorten  the  hours  of  children  in  shops  and 
factories,  etc.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  the  history  of  that  organization  in  the 
different  States  will  confirm  that  statement. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  anything  more  about  it  than  is  dis- 
closed in  these  letters  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  do  nqt  know  anything  more  than  the  letter 
states.  I  am  testifying  as  near  as  I  can  to  the  letters  that  were  turned 
in  to  this  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  anything  more  about  it  than  is  dis- 
closed in  these  letters  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  only  know  what  the  letter  states.  I  am 
testifying  so  far  as  I  can  to  the  letters  that  were  turned  in. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  do  not  recollect  anything  further  about  those 
subjects  than  are  shown  now  in  the  letters  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  say  that  I  received  orders  from  Mr.  Emery 
almost  every  morning  at  his  oflice 

Senator  WALsn.  I  understand;  but  can  you  tell  us  any  specific 
time  or  place,  for  instance,  when  the  child-labor  law  was  opposed, 
other  than  you  have  reported  from  day  to  day  in  these  letters  ? 

Mr  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  I  can. 

Senator  Walsh.  Or  any  of  these  others  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  the  manner  in  which  you  conducted 
that  opposition  when  you  opposed  matters  in  Congress  ? 

Mr.  mulhall.  Seeing  Members  that  I  was  acquainted  with  and 
informing  them  about  the  bills  coming  up. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  make  any  arguments  before  the  com- 
mittees ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  done  that 

Senator  Nelson.  I  asked  you  did  you  make  any  arguments  before 
the  committees  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;    I  did  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  make  any  arguments  to  Members  at  all? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  arguments  were  generally  in  the  field. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  answer  my  question.  Did  you  make  any 
arguments  to  Members  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  to  Mr.  Watson  and  to  Mr.  Fairchild,  and  to 
Mr.  Dwight  and  Mr.  Foraker,  and  leading  Members  of  the  House  I 
was  acquainted  with,  as  those  letters  will  show. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Foraker  wras  not  a  Member  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  he  was  a  member  of  the  Senate.  And  Mr. 
Littlefield. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  that  the  extent  of  your  work  in  opposition 
to  those  bills  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  my  work  generally  was  in  the  field  in  oppo- 
sition. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  out  in  the  country  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Not  here  in  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  and  when  I  was  here  I  was  subject  to  the  other 
gentleman's  orders. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  take  the  Senators  and  Representatives 
out  in  the  field  and  interview  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  child-labor  law  was  pending  in  Congress 
during  the  time  you  were  working  for  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  not  only  opposed  it  here,  but  during  Mr.  Cushing's 
administration  I  was  sent  to  two  other  States. 
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Senator  Cummins.  I  am  asking  you  now  whether  you  knew  of  any 
child-labor  law  pending  in  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  understand,  a  model  child-labor  law  that  was 
to  be  drawn  up  by  Mr.  Roosevelt,  mentioned  in  connection  with 
what  Mr.  Watson  speaks  about. 

Senator  Cummins.  Have  you  in  your  mind  any  definite  child- 
labor  law  that  was  to  be  introduced  in  Congress,  or  was  introduced 
in  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  at  the  present  time  any  definite 
law. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  it  a  law  that  applied  only  to  the  District 
of  Columbia  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  would  be  taken  as  a  model  labor  law,  would 
it  not  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  there  such  a  law  introduced  here  during 
the  time  you  were  working  for  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Cummins.  There  was  a  child-labor  law  introduced  in  Con- 
gress at  one  time,  was  there  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  whether  there  was  or  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  not  remember  now,  when  you  refresh 
your  recollection,  that  there  was  a  child-labor  law  wnich  proposed 
to  prohibit  the  transportation  of  goods  or  commodities  made  by  child 
labor  ?  Do  you  not  remember  such  a  law  as  that,  or  a  bill  of  that 
kind  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject.  I  said  they  had  a 
gentleman  here  in  Washington  to  look  after  matters  of  that  kind, 
and  when  I  received  instructions  from  that  gentleman  I  generally 
carried  them  out. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  know  that  there  was  such  a  bill  as  that 
introduced  here,  and  it  was  pending  here,  possibly  more  than  one 
time.  That  being  true,  I  would  like  to  know  to  whom  you  went  in 
opposition  to  that  bill? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say  just  to  whom  I  went  at  that  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  remember  anybody  that  Mr.  Emery 
went  to  see  in  opposition  to  such  a  bill  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  was  generally  the  generalissimo,  and 
his  official  duties  pertained  more  to  committees  than  giving  directions. 

Senator  Cummins.  We  have  heard  of  that,  but  do  you  know  of 
any  instance  in  which  he  went  to  any  Member  of  Congress  to  oppose 
the  child-labor  law  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  do  not  ?  How  about  a  compulsory  educa- 
tional law;  do  you  remember  any  such  bill  or  law  as  that  having 
been  introduced  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  there  were  a  number  of  hearings  on  that  bill, 
and  Mr.  Emery,  appeared  before  a  number  of  committees  of  Congress 
in  reference  to  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  Before  Congress 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  the  Senate  side.  The  Senate  had  that  bill,  if  I 
remember  right. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  remember  who  introduced  that  bill? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  A  general  compulsory  education  law  ? 


3552      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  had  notes,  or  if  you  will  give  me  the  letter,  or 
if  any  letter  mentions  that  subject,  I  might  refresh  my  memory. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  simply  now  asking  you  if  you  can 
remember. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  can  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  Because  that  is  interesting  to  me,  what  you 
say  about  this,  and  I  want  to  know  if  you  have  any  recollection 
about  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  interesting  because  I  know  two  distin- 
guished members  of  this  body  went  to  Europe  in  connection  with  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  asking  if  you  remember  any  occasion 
when  any  member  of  your  association  went  to  any  Senator  or  appeared 
before  any  committee  in  opposition  to  a  compulsory  education  law. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Emery,  several  times. 

Senator  Cummins.  Before  what  committee  did  he  appear? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  I  think  it  was  the  Judiciary 
Committee. 

Senator  Cummins.  Were  you  present  at  the  hearing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  remember  in  what  year  the  hearing  was 
held? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  in  1910. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  there  any  issue  between  labor  organiza- 
tions and  the  manufacturers  about  this  matter  of  general  education  ? 
Were  they  in  a  controversy  over  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  they  were,  all  over  the  United  States.  I 
have  heard  several  complaints  about  the  New  Jersey  law. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  mean  this  national  organization  represented 
by  Mr.  Gompers  and  this  association  that  you  were  working  for;  was 
there  an  issue  between  them  on  this  educational  bill  that  Senator 
Cummins  has  referred  to? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  was  a  controversy? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  quite  a  wide  controversy. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  your  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Emery 
appeared  before  a  committee  and  made  an  argument  against  the  bill  ? 

Air.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  any  other  member  of  the  association  or 
representative  of  your  association  do  the  same  thing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  at  that  time,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  you  can  onlv  fix  it  as  being  in  the  year 
1910? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  that  is  correct.     I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  Then  reference  is  made  here  to  possible  legisla- 
tion to  shorten  the  hours  of  children  in  shops  and  factories,  and  laws 
to  better  the  condition  of  employees  of  shops  and  factories,  principally 
the  women  employees  in  the  stores.  Do  you  refer  there  to  the  bill 
that  was  introduced  applicable  to  the  District  of  Columbia  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  had  had  several  interviews  with  Mr. 
Gardner  upon  that  matter.     I  think  it  was  before 

Senator  Cummins.  Then  is  that  the  bill  or  proposed  law  to  which 
you  refer  when  you  say  that  the  association  opposed  that  measure  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  suppose  I  might  have  reference  to  that  law. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.       3553 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  bill  of  that  kind 
introduced  in  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  on  those  subjects.  I  have  been  out 
of  this  affair  for  over  a  year  and  a  half.  Let  me  refer  to  my  report. 
If  I  have  got  the  same  privilege  as  these  other  gentlemen  have,  of 
referring  to  these  reports,  I  might  enlighten  them.  They  come  here 
and  turn  to  them 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  not  their  letters  before  me  and  I  have  not 
vours  before  me,  and  I  want  vour  recollection  about  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  anybody  appeared,  was  it  Mr.  Emerv  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that.  I  know  it  was  Mr.  fernery's 
duty  to  appear  before  those  committees  on  laws  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  it  was  his  duty  to  appear  to  oppose  any 
bill  that  was  for  the  amelioration  of  conditions  of  labor,  shortening 
its  hours,  or  bettering  its  condition,  or  securing  general  education? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  every  bill  of  that  kind,  I  would  get  instruc- 
tions in  the  morning  upon  the  subjects  and  find  out  where  the  bill 
was  and  send  it  to  the  Washington  office  and  receive  further  instruc- 
tions about  where  it  would  go,  and  such  like. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  Question  78  has  been  covered,  I  think. 

Mr.  McCarter.   Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

79.  Recalling  the  fact  that  several  of  the  accounts  rendered  to  the 
association,  copies  whereof  have  been  introduced  by  you  in  evidence 
here,  contain  claims  for  payments  month  after  month  of  $80  and 
other  sums  which  you  say  were  made  to  a  Mr.  Feeney,  to  be  by  him 
paid  to  laboring  men,  I  desire  you  to  state  positively  whether  the 
accounts  are  intended  to  indicate  that  the  payments  were  in  fact 
made  to  Feeney  on  or  about  the  dates  specified. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  on  and  about  the  date  specified. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

80.  Do  you  recall  a  controversy  with  Mr.  Stillman,  the  treasurer, 
and  Mr.  Bird,  the  general  manager  of  the  association,  with  regard 
to  such  claims  on  your  part,  and  that  payment  of  your  accounts  was 
finally  postponed  and  declined  until  some  satisfactory  explanation 
was  riven  with  regard  to  the  nature  of  such  payments  and  the  persons 
to  wnom  they  were  alleged  to  have  been  made  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Stillman  in  my 
life  on  the  subject;  and  there  was  never  any  account  held  up  only 
the  Hughes  account,  in  1910,  and  there  were  no  payments  made  to 
Mr.  Feeney  from  that  district.  Mr.  Feeney  was  working  in  a  sepa- 
rate district  entirely. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

81.  I  show  you  a  letter  purporting  to  be  signed  by  yourself,  dated 
January  30,  1911.     (U8.)     Did  you  send  that  letter  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

82.  I  notice  in  this  letter  you  say: 

In  my  letter  of  the  20th  I  plainly  stated  that  I  was  willing  and  ready  to  do  anything 
you  wish  me  to  do  to  convince  you  and  Mr.  Stillman  and  others,  if  necessary,  that 
the  itemized  statements  of  ray  accounts  given  to  you  on  the  first  of  December  was 
strictly  correct.  As  I  stated  in  that  letter  of  the  20th,  I  felt  fully  convinced  that  you 
and  Mr.  Kirby  at  least  thought  so,  and  that  I  feel  sure  that  you  do  at  the  present  timA. 
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That  paragraph  was  with  regard  to  the  dispute  referred  to  in  my 
previous  question,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  read  the  entire  letter,  I  will  explain  the 
letter. 

The  Chairman.  .You  have  it  before  you.     You  may  read  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Stillman.  I  took  Mr.  Bird's  state- 
ment for  it  that  Mr.  Stillman  required  that.  But  finally  I  was 
brought  over  to  the  New  York  office  in  regard  to  it,  and  the  account 
was  straightened. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  date  of  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  January  30,  1911. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

83.  I  now  show  you  a  letter-press  copy  of  a  letter  (U9)  dated 
January  17,  1911,  addressed  to  you  and  bearing  Mr.  Bird's  signature, 
in  which  he  says : 

I  have  consulted  with  Mr.  Stillman  in  reference  to  your  expense  account  of  Decem- 
ber 27, 1910,  and  he  has  instructed  Mr.  Boudinot  to  issue  a  check  for  $251.25  until  such 
time  as  the  balance  of  the  account  is  taken  care  of  as  per  our  understanding.  We 
therefore  inclose  treasury  check  No.  7141  for  $251.25. 

That  refers  to  the  same  subject,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

84.  I  also  refer  you  to  a  copy  of  a  subsequent  letter,  dated  January 
26,  1911  (UlO),  addressed  to  you,  from  Mr.  Bird,  in  which  he 
says 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  already  in  evidence,  No.  4053. 
The  Chairman.  In  this  letter  Mr.  Bird  says: 

The  matter  has  been  placed  fairly  before  you.  Mr.  Stillman  still  maintains  his 
original  position.  The  question  of  results  obtained  in  the  district  or  any  other  subject 
is  absolutely  irrelevant  to  the  matter  submitted  to  you  before  Mr.  Kirby  and  myself. 
I  dislike  exceedingly  to  feel  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  write  a  letter  like  this  to  you. 
but  it  seems  I  am  unable  to  impress  upon  you  that  I  am  helpless  in  this  matter  until 
you  will  do  what  was  so  carefully  and  fully  explained  to  you  by  Mr.  Kirby  at  the 
Willard.  The  entire  matter  is  up  to  you.  I  can  do  nothing.  You  must  make  the 
first  move. 

Did  you  receive  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

85.  This  letter  referred  to  an  interview  between  Mr.  Kirby  and 
Mr.  Bird  and  yourself  at  the  Hotel  Willard  in  this  city,  did  it  not,  in 
which  interview  you  were  told  that  you  must  explain  thereafter  to  the 
association  the  names  of  the  persons  to  whom  you  made  the  pay- 
ments ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  did  as  this  letter  states.  I  was 
brought  to  New  York,  and  I  was  willing  not  only  to  make  those 
statements,  but,  as  I  stated  to  Mr.  Bird,  I  was  willing  to  bring  the 
gentlemen  into  the  office. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

86.  I  further  call  your  attention  to  letterpress  copy  of  a  letter 
(Ull)  dated  July  20,  1911,  from  Mr.  Bird  to  yourself,  in  which 
occurs  the  following 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  that  is  No.  4044,  already  introduced  in 
evidence. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  are  not  coming  the  right  way.  They  ought 
to  come  the  other  way. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3555 

The  Chairman.  It  does  not  make  any  difference;  we  can  not 
regulate  that.     I  will  go  on  with  this  question. 
In  this  letter  the  following  occurs: 

I  feel  compelled  to  call  your  attention  to  an  item  of  your  expense  account  which 
seems  to  me  unusual  in  view  of  a  careful  examination  of  previous  accounts.  I  am 
unable  to  understand  what  activity  should  call  for  expenditures  for  the  week  of 
July  12  of  $12.60  and  for  the  item  oi  July  15  of  $16.25  for  typewriting.  Do  not  mis- 
understand me.  I  fully  realize  it  is  necessary  to  have  some  typewriting  done,  but 
as  I  analyze  this  question,  it  is  customary  in  this  city  to  pay  10  cents  per  folio.  This 
will  therefore  evidence  the  fact  that  280  letters  were  written  in  two  weeks.  This  is 
more  than  the  secretary  of  this  association  finds  it  necessary  to  write.  I  am  calling 
this  to  your  attention,  for  it  has  been  brought  to  mine  by  those  who  audit  the  accounts. 
I  shall  be  pleased  to  hear  from  you  on  this,  and  I  remain,  etc. 

Do  you  remember  receiving  that  letter  ? 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  McCarter.  July  20,  1911. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  letter  is  marked  Ull. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Here  is  the  original  of  Ull.  That  is  dated  July 
20,  1911. 

Senator  Reed.  I  thought  that  letter  was  offered,  but  I  can  not 
locate  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  offered,  and  my  full  report  was  offered  in 
explanation  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  date  of  it  ? 

The  Chairman.  July  20.  It  is  very  indistinct.  Perhaps  the 
printer  did  not  get  it  right. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  may  not  have  been  offered.  I  thought  it  was 
the  letter  referred  to. 

The  Chairman.  Please  look  at  that  letter  and  see  if  it  is  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Bird  to  yourself  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes;  this  is  a  copy  of  a 
letter  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Bird.     It  is  a  letter-press  copy. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  answer  to  it  has  been  put  in  evidence,  and 
it  is  No.  4283-4286. 

The  Chairman.  This  letter  will  be  put  in  the  record. 

The  letter  referred  to,  marked  A18,  is  as  iollows: 

(A18) 

July  20,  1911. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

S9SS  Old  York  Road,  Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  I  inclose  herewith  check  No.  7740,  drawn  on  the  Metropolitan 
Trust  Co.,  of  New  York,  for  $116.56.  This  will  bring  your  cash  on  hand,  as  per  our 
books,  again  up  to  $150. 

I  feel  compelled  to  call  your  attention  to  an  item  of  your  expense  account  which 
seems  to  me  unusual  in  view  of  a  careful  examination  of  previous  expense  accounts. 
I  am  unable  to  understand  what  activity  should  call  for  expenditures  for  the  week  of 
July  12  of  $12.60  and  for  the  item  of  July  15th  of  $16.25  for  typewriting.  Do  not  mis- 
understand me.  I  fully  realize  it  is  necessary  to  have  some  typewriting  done,  but  as 
I  analyze  this  question,  it  is  customary  in  this  city  to  pay  10  cents  per  folio.  This  will 
therefore  evidence  the  fact  that  280  letters  were  written  in  two  weeks.  This  is  more 
than  the  secretary  of  the  association  finds  it  necessary  to  write.  I  am  calling  this  to 
your  attention  for  it  has  been  brought  to  mine  by  those  who  audit  the  accounts.  I 
shall  be  pleased  to  hear  from  you  on  this,  and  I  remain, 
Yours,  very  truly, 

J.  P.  Bird,  General  Manager. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  feci  certain  that  that  letter  has  been  offered, 
because  you  will  find  my  report  following  that,  a  couple  of  days  later, 
explaining  that  full  matter. 

Senator  Cummins.  There  is  a  letter  here  of  July  24,  1911,  4283- 
4286,  a  long  letter  which  goes  into  the  whole  subject. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

86-a.  Who  is  the  Mr.  Feeney  to  whom  you  have  testified  you  paid 
repeatedly  sums  of  money,  always  eighty  dollars  in  amount?  Will 
you  please  describe  Mr.  Feeney's  appearance  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Frank  Feeney.  Mr.  Feeney  is  a  gentleman 
about  5  feet  2,  full  round  face,  generally  smooth  shaven,  dark  brown 
hair,  as  nearly  as  I  can  guess,  and  a  man  of  kind  of  brisk  appearance. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

86b.  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Since  1901. 

The  Chairman.  State  fully  what  your  relations  have  been  with  him. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  relations — I  was  a  delegate  to  the  Central  Labor 
Union  writh  him  for  about  17  months.  I  was  his  candidate  for  the 
presidency  of  the  Central  Labor  Union,  him  making  the  speech  placing 
me  in  nomination.  Ho  was  interested  with  me  in  the  strike — I  have 
already  placed  a  letter  in  evidence  to  that  effect — and  he  on  the  labor 
side  and  I  on  the  other,  on  the  manufacturers'  side,  tried  to  arbitrate 
the  strike  of  the  printers  in  1905.  My  relations  with  him  from  that 
time  on  was  confidential. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

86-c.  In  your  expense  accounts  you  never  mentioned  Mr.  Feeney  by 
name,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Strictly  not.  I  was  not  allowed  to,  because  he  did 
not  want  it  mentioned.  There  is  a  Michael  Collins,  that  mentions  his 
name  and  makes  an  affidavit  to  that  effect,  which  I  would  like  to  have 
brought  before  the  committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  Feeney's  full  name? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Frank  Feeney. 

Senator  Nelson.  Has  he  no  middle  name? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  I  do  not  believe  that  is 
his  first  name.  I  am  told  he  is  an  Italian — Francisco  or  something 
else;  I  don't  know  just  wrhat  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  you  had  an  affidavit  from  Collins. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  see  by  reading  accounts  in  the  press  in  Philadel- 
phia lately  where  Mr.  Collins  has  made  an  affidavit  and  submitted  it 
to  the  Central  Labor  Union  of  Philadelphia,  that  he  knows  the  facts 
I  state  concerning  Feeney  are  facts. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

86d.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  reports  from  Feeney  with  respect 
to  the  characterof  the  workallcged  to  nave  been  performed  by  him 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  I  did  get  verbal  reports;  no  written  reports. 

The  Chairman.  Wait  until  I  finish  the  question.  Did  you  ever 
receive  any  reports  from  Feeney  with  respect  to  the  character  of  the 
work  alleged  to  have  been  performed  by  nim  through  "two  workers" 
whom  you  mention  in  your  reports  ?  When  and  where  did  you  last 
see  Feeney,  and  what  conversation  did  you  have  with  him  upon  that 
occasion  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  there  are  three  or  four  questions 
there. 
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The  Chairman.  Yes.  Answer  the  first  part.  .  Did  you  ever  receive 
any  reports  from  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Verbal  reports,  at  all  times. 

The  Chairman.  When  and  where  did  you  last  see  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  the  station.  Not  the  Camden  Station,  but  the 
station  at  the  foot  of  Market  Street,  going  across  to  the  Jersey  ferry. 

Senator  Reed.  When  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  1912. 

The  Chairman.  At  New  York? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  in  Philadelphia. 

The  Chairman.  In  1912,  you  say? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  CnAiRMAN.  What  conversation  did  you  have  with  him  on 
that  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  1  had  a  conversation  regarding  Gardners  district. 

Senator  Nelson.  May  I  ask  a  question  there,  Senator  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  stated  a  while  ago  that  you  thought  he  was 
an  Italian.  Judging  from  his  brogue  and  everytning  about  him,  was 
he  an  Italian  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  only  know  what  they  state,  Senator,  at  the  head- 
quarters of  the  Central  Labor  Union  and  at  the  Building  Trades' 
Council  in  Philadelphia.  Collins  makes  that  statement  in  writing, 
and  gives  a  kind  of  a  sketch  of  his  history. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  your  opinion?  Was  he  an  Italian, 
or  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  judge.  I  did  not  have  any  opinion 
on  his  nationality. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

87.  I  direct  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  after  this  correspond- 
ence and  the  controversy  therein  referred  to,  you  have  offered  in 
evidence  no  account  containing  items  of  expenditures  for  alleged 
labor  workers. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  How  is  that,  Senator  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  direct  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  after  this 
correspondence  and  the  controversy  therein  referred  to — that  is,  the 
controversy  with  Stillman  and  Bird — you  have  offered  in  evidence 
no  account  containing  items  of  expenditures  for  alleged  labor  workers. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  quite  understand  that  quastion. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  just  a  statement.  The  rest  of  the  question 
is  as  follows: 

Was  that  because  of  the  controversy  in  which  you  were  required 
to  give  the  names  of  the  workers,  or  because  you  suddenly  ceased  to 
have  such  workers  after  years  of  alleged  prior  employment  ( 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  now  catch  your  question. 

The  Chairman.  The  statement  is  made  here  in  this  question  that 
you  furnish  in  evidence  no  account  of  this  kind  after  this  controversy. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  What  controversy  ? 

The  Chairman.  About  the  account  of  $80. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  no  relation  with  Mr.  Feeney  on  an  $80  matter 
since  the  campaign  of  1910. 

The  Chairman.  The  controversy  between  Bird  and  Stillman  and 
yourself 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  That  had  no  relation  at  all  to  Feeney  matters. 
As  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  I  had  no  conversation  with  Mr.  Stillman 
there.  Mv  interviews  on  that  subject  was  principally  with  Mr.  Bird, 
or  altogether  with  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  referred  to  in  question  85. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  in  85  was  with  regard  to  a  letter  re- 
ferring to  an  interview  between  Mr.  Kirby,  Bird,  and  yourself  at  the 
Hotel  Willard.  Now  they  claim  in  this  statement  aiat  you  never 
furnished  any  account  after  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  campaign  ended,  and  there  were  no  further 
accounts.  When  the  campaign  was  over,  generally  the  field  workers 
were  dropped. 

The  Chairman.  Now  I  ask  you  the  balance  of  the  question: 

Was  that  because  of  the  controversy  in  which  you  were  required 
to  give  the  names  of  the  workers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  gave  the  names  of  the  workers,  as  a  rule,  when  they 
were  asked.  Mr.  Bird  met  22  of  them  at  my  home  on  one  occasion, 
and  made  a  speech  to  them 

The  Chairman.  He  is  speaking  of  the  time  after  this  conversation 
in  the  Willard  Hotel  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  account  was  settled,  I  think,  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  Mr.  Bird,  and  the  account  was  paid,  and  that  was  the 
last  account  I  had  upon  that  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  question  carries  the  implica- 
tion that  just  after  this  talk  referred  to  in  these  letters,  Mulhall  no 
longer  returned  any  charge  of  $80  paid  to  workers,  and  leaves  the 
implication  that  the  controversy  was  over  this  item,  and  also  that  he 
stopped  making  the  charge  because  of  that.  Now,  if  I  remember, 
the  letters  were  of  the  month  of  July,  1911. 

Mr.  McCarter.  December,  I  think,  is  the  latest. 

Senator  Reed.  But  the  letter  referred  to  in  the  proceedings  begins 
with  July;  20,  1911,  which  referred  to  a  conversation  had  shortly  prior 
to  that  time.  Now,  I  think  it  is  only  proper  in  that  connection  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  accounts  prior  to  that  time  this  item 
had  been  omitted.  I  notice,  for  instance,  an  account  of  April  4, 1911, 
in  which  there  is  no  $80  charge. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me,  Senator;  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
that  confirms  exactly  the  basis  of  this  question,  and  your  inquiry  is 
based  upon  a  misapprehension  of  the  kind  of  letters  referred  to. 
Question  No.  85  referred  to  an  interview  between  Mr.  Kirby  and 
Mr.  Bird  and  Mulhall,  at  the  Hotel  Willard.     In  this  letter 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  date  of  the  letter  referring  to  the  interview  is 
January  26,  1911.  That  is  to  be  found  in  question  84.  The  condi- 
tion to  which  that  referred  followed  from  that  date;  that  is,  from 
Januarv. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  the  question  relates  to  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  This  letter  referred  to  an  interview  between  himself, 
Kirby,  and  so  on.    That  is  a  succeeding  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  explain  that  a  little  fuller,  if  the  committee 
will  alldw  me  to  go  ahead. 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  a  minute.  I  pick  up  at  random  an  account 
rendered  January  10,  1909.  I  find  in  that  no  reference  to  any  amount 
paid  to  labor  leaders. 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  All  through- 


Senator  Walsh.  Just  a  moment.  I  find  likewise  an  account 
rendered  January  20,  1909,  which  contains  no  reference  to  any  such 
payment. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  whole  of  the  inquiry 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  before  me  an  account  rendered  January  21, 
1909,  and  I  find  in  it  no  alleged  payment  to  labor  leaders. 

I  have  a  further  account  dated  January  21,  one  for  the  first  week 
in  February,  and  one  for  the  first  half  of  February,  1909,  containing 
no  reference  to  payments  made  to  labor  leaders.  I  have  the  same 
thing  under  date  oi  February  24,  with  no  such  reference. 

Senator  Reed.  The  last  one  I  find,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  of  the  7th 
day  of  November.  That  is,  the  item  is  of  the  7th  day  of  November, 
although  the  account  was  rendered  December  27;  and  being  on  the 
7th  day  of  November,  it  was,  of  course,  before  the  election  was  over. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  After  the  election. 

Senator  Walsh.  Wait  a  minute.  I  have  here  an  account  of  March 
28,  1909,  with  no  reference  to  any  amount  paid  to  labor  leaders. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  understand  there  is  any  suggestion  here 
that  every  account  prior  to  this  time  has  that  item  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No  ;  I  think  the  suggestion  is,  though,  that  they 
took  Mulhall  on  the  carpet  in  regard  to  trie  $80  item,  ana  that  because 
they  took  him  on  the  carpet  he  then  stopped  entering  these  items; 
whereas  the  record,  as  I  interpret  it,  bears  out  his  statement  that  this 
was  for  campaign  expenses,  and  the  campaign  being  over,  it  ceased 
appearing  in  his  account  because  the  campaign  was  over. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  are  in  a  situation  now  to  judge  of  the  justice  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

88.  I  now  direct  your  attention  to  your  first  association  with  Mr. 
Cushing,  the  former  secretary  of  the  association.  I  judge  from  your 
evidence,  given  in  volume  1  of  the  stenographic  report,  pages  34-35, 
and  volume  2,  pages  13-14,  that  Mr.  Cushing  desired  your  services 
because  of  your  relations  with  the  Workingmen's  Protective  Associa- 
tion in  Baltimore,  and  that  that  association  commenced  first  without 
any  particular  arrangement  as  to  compensation,  and  gradually  grew 
into  regular  employment  of  you  by  him.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  an  assumption  from  evi- 
dence.    It  is  certainlv  an  assumption  I  never  drew  from  the  evidence  . 

Mr.  McCarter.  On,  yes;  that  is  correct.  ^ 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  say  about  it?     Is  that  true? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  lilte  to  see  the  letter 

The  Chairman.  There  is  no  letter.     He  just  says: 

I  now  direct  your  attention  to  your  first  association  with  Mr. 
Cushing,  the  former  secretary  of  the  association. 

Air.  Mulhall.  WTio  is  speaking  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  counsel  that  is  speaking  now.  Now,  just 
listen  to  this 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  right,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Counsel  says  he  judges  from  your  evidence  that 
Cushing  desired  your  services  because  of  your  relation  with  the 
Workingmen's  Protective  Association  in  Baltimore,  and  that  that 
association  commenced  first  without  any  particular  arrangement  as 
to  compensation,  and  gradually  grew  into  regular  employment  of  you. 
Is  that  correct  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  passing  upon  what  he  thought. 

The  Cu airman.  Is  that  correct? 

Mi*.  Mulhall.  .No,  sir;  it  is  not. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

89.  You  and  Gushing  during  the  period  worked  entirely  together, 
did  you  not  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  seems  to  me  that  question  is  confusing.  After 
they  state  what  they  judge,  the  only  question  they  ask  there  is  if  he 
commenced  without  any  regular  stipend,  and  afterwards  a  fixed 
amount  was  agreed  upon.  Now,  you  are  not  asked  at  this  time 
whether  they  judged  correctly  or  not. 

You  are  simply  asked  whether  you  commenced  with  Cushing  under 
an  arrangement  by  which  you  got  no  stated  salary,  but  thereafter 
you  did  get  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  testified  to  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  is  correct.  I  have  testified  to  that  very 
fully,  I  think. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  he  is  asked  more  than  that.  He  is 
asked  whether  that  relation  began  because  he  was  associated  with  the 
Workingmen's  Protective  Association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  began  with  Cushing  because  of  Cush- 
ing's  knowledge  of  the  work  I  had  done  in  the  campaign  of  1888,  and 
his  knowing  my  relations  with  the  leaders  of  the  party  at  that  time. 
Cushing  told  me  afterwards  that  he  was  informed  by  Mr.  McComas's 
secretary  that  I  had  built  up  that  organization  in  New  York,  and  was 
very  anxious  to  get  me  to  get  that  organization  going;  but  Mr.  Cush- 
ing never  took  me  on  in  the  service  on  that  account  alone. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  mean  to  say  that  organization  in  New 
York,  or  that  organization  in  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  organization  in  Baltimore,  I  meant  to  say. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  last  question  again: 

89.  You  and  Cushing  during  the  period  worked  entirely  together, 
did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  1888  ? 

TheCiiAiRMAN.  Soon  after  your  employment,  I  suppose  that  refers  to. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  Cushing  and  I  worked  together  from   1903 
until  he  left  the  service  in  May,  or  I  believe  June,  1907. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

90.  Did  you  meet  any  officer  of  the  association  other  than  Cushing 
prior  to  his  discharge  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Ilow  is  that,  sir  ? 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  meet  any  officer  of  the  association  other 
than  Cushing  prior  to  his  discharge? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  While  hi  the  Xcw  York  office  I  frequently  saw 
officials  of  the  organization  going  in  and  out,  but  I  had  strict  orders 
from  Mr.  Cushing.  As  I  stated — I  did  not  know  that  until  later  on — 
Cusliing  was  so  secretive  about  his  work  that,  in  fact,  none  of  them 
was  put  on  the  list  as  names,  but  they  were  put  on  by  numbers,  from 
1  to  11,  as  I  understood  it,  and  I  was  Xo.  11. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

91.  Mr.  Parry  was  the  president  of  the  association  at  that  time, 
was  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.     I  saw  Mr.  Parry  going  and  coming  into  the 
office,  but  I  never  had  an  introduction  to  him. 
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The  Chairman.  The  question  is  whether  he  was  the  president? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  he  was  the  president  of  the  association. 

Mr.  McCarter.  He  has  not  answered  question  No.  90. 

The  Chairman.  That  question  is: 

90.  Did  you  meet  any  officer  of  the  association  other  than  Cushing 
>rior  to  his  discharge  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge.  Cushing  was  su- 
preme in  that  organization.     He  would  not  take  any  dictation. 

The  Chairman.  Just  answer  the  questions. 

The  next  one  is: 

92.  You  had  never  met  Mr.  Parry  until  after  Cushing's  discharge, 
Lad  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

93.  I  direct  your  attention  to  a  letter  of  introduction  from  Mr.  Van 
)leave,  who  succeeded  Parry  as  president,  dated  December  12,  1907, 
nd  found  on  page  133  of  volume  5  of  the  stenographic  report,  which 
ommences  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Parry:  This  will  introduce  to  you  one  of  the  most  faithful  workers 
f  our  association. 

Do  you  remember  receiving  and  presenting  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

93-a.  The  statement  in  the  World  of  Sunday,  June  29,  to  the  effect 
hat  "one  of  the  principal  protests  I  made  to  Air.  Kirby  at  that  tim^ 
ras  that  for  the  four  years  I  served  under  Cushing  the  officers  and 
aembers  of  the  N.  A.  of  M.  were  in  complete  darkness  as  to  the  work- 
tigs,  and  the  general  membership  knew  nothing  at  all  of  what  was 
;oing  on,"  was  correct,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  guess  I  made  that  protest  to  Mr.  Parry. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

94.  On  page  36,  volume  5,  of  the  stenographic  report  you  say: 

Under  the  administration  of  Mr.  Cushing  the  secrecy  was  so  complete,  or  the 
ampaign  for  secrecy  was  so  complete,  that  he  never  kept  any  books,  as  nearly  as 

can  understand,  in  a  systematic  way,  or  he  never  designated  anybody  by  name,  at 
is  headquarters;  that  is,  anybody  who  was  working  for  the  organization. 

That  statement  was  correct,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;    under  his  name  for  secrecy  he  went  by  the 
tame  of  Sherlock  Holmes  wherever  he  traveled. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

95.  During  what  years  did  you  work  in  this  manner  under  Cushing  ? 
Air.  Mulhall.  From  1903  until  the  spring  of  1907. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

96.  Was  it  because  of  Cushing's  secretive  way  of  doing  things  that 
ie  wrote  you  a  letter  (96)  on  the  12th  of  August,  1904,  in  which  he 
aid: 

Be  absolutely  sure  that  our  organization  and  myself  are  not  connected  with  this 
uainess  in  any  way  at  any  time,  from  first  to  last.  You  know  how  anxious  I  am 
bout  these  things,  because  anything  else  would  be  fatal,  or  I  should  not  keep 
jpeating  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  attention  of  the  witness  ought  to  be 
ailed  to  the  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  asks  him  for  Cushing's  reasons  for 
rriting  a  letter,  and  no  witness  in  the  world  ought  to  bfc  aakftd  &»&» 
ort  of  a  question. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  If  I  may  be  permitted  to  reply  I  will  say  th^t 
that  is  ordinarily  true;  but  he  has  been  asked  a  hundred  times  what 
was  meant  by  the  letter  of  Jones  to  him,  or  of  some  one  else  to  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  that  is  a  different  thing.  If  a  man  is 
acquainted  with  the  general  run  of  a  business,  he  may  be  able  to 
interpret  a  sentence  in  a  letter  and  state  to  what  it  refers;  as,  for 
instance,  if  it  refers  to  Frank  or  John  or  Jim,  he  may  know  what 
individual  is  meant.  This  question  asks  the  witness  what  the  motive 
or  reason  was  which  impelled  another  man  to  write  a  letter.  We 
can  judge  of  that  just  as  well  as  the  witness  can. 

Mr.  Emery.  But  it  is  a  poor  rule  that  does  not  work  both  ways. 

Senator  Reed.  You  misapply  the  rule,  I  think;  and  I  venture  to 
suggest  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  chairman  can  rule  on  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  rule  this  question  out,  and  will  proceed  to 
the  next  one. 

The  next  question  is: 

97.  At  the  time  of  your  employment  by  Cushing,  you  were  and  for 

J  ears  had  been  a  friend  and  political  Kenchman  of  Mr.  McComas, 
ad  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  had  not. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

98.  He  had  secured  for  you  a  position,  either  in  the  internal- 
revenue  office  or  the  customhouse  at  Baltimore,  had  he  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  believe  he  did.  I  think  that  was 
due  to  Philip  Lee  Goldsborough. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

99.  You  testified  it  was  both.  Which  was  it?  (See  vol.  1,  pp. 
276,  294,  303,  314,  322,  326.) 

Mr.  McCarter.  Those  numbers  are  merely  references  I  made  to 
fortify  the  claim  that  in  some  places  he  said  it  was  the  internal 
revenue  and  in  other  places  he  said  it  was  the  customhouse.  I 
wanted  to  know  which  it  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  had  those  things  mixed. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes ;  I  suppose  it  was  an  oversight. 

The  Chairman.  Which  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  internal-revenue  service,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

100.  Notwithstanding  your  previous  relations  with  Mr.  McComas, 
at  Cushing's  suggestion  you  started  in  to  politically  knife  him,  did 
you  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  mailed  a  large  number  of  circulars  to 
people  in  Baltimore  designed  to  injure  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  mailed  circulars  at  Mr.  Cushing's  orders,  which  he 
sent  to  me  by  express,  and  then  I  mailed  the  letters  in  Baltimore. 
Not  only  that 

The  Chairman.  Question  101  reads- 


Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  like  to  make  a  point,  because 

The  Chairman.  Now,  that  last  question  is  answered. 

Senator  Reed.  He  ought  to  be  allowed  to  go  ahead. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  stated  before  in  my  testimony,  when  I  saw  the 

underhand  way  they  were  going  at  McComas,  by  bribing  his  private 

secretary,  I  so  informed  Mr.  McComas,  and  quarreled  with  Cushing; 

and  I  can  prove  that — what  I  am  stating  tvow — \yy  mQmtac*  that  will 
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The  Chairman.  It  will  be  ruled  out.     The  next  question  is: 

104.  In  letter  Xo.  313-318,  quoted  on  page  19  of  volume  3  of  the 
stenographic  report,  dated  April  12,  1906,  addressed  by  you  to  Crush- 
ing, you  say: 

1  found  in  iny  tour  through  several  .Stales  lately  that  the  threat  of  Mr.  Gompers,  as 
made  on  that  occasion,  is  being  carried  out  to  the  very  best  of  Mr.  Compere's  ability. 
They  have  already  started  an  active  campaign  in  Maryland  and  are  doing  everything 
thev  possibly  can  to  unite  the  indej»endent  vote,  both  Republican  and  Democratic, 
with  the  labor  organizations  in  Baltimore  for  the  purpose  of  controlling  the  congres- 
sional elections  in  that  city  and  surrounding  counties  at  the  coming  November  election. 

They  claim  they  will  put  four  Members  of  Congress  in  the  field  from  Baltimore 
city  and  adjoining  counties.  So  you  will  please  find  a  clipping  from  the  Baltimore 
8un  of  April  10,  snowing  that  they  are  attempting  to  unite  the  independent  Repub- 
lican vote  in  this  city.  I  have  investigated  far  enough  to  know  that  they  are  carrying 
out  the  threats  they  are  making  and  will  carry  through  their  program" in  Baltimore 
unless  the  large  independent  labor  vote  there  will  defeat  their  purpose  and  stop 
them  from  doing  so.  *  *  *  Those  organizers  that  Mr.  Compere  sent  here  have 
collected  from  the  other  labor  organizations  of  this  city  for  printers  in  the  past  two 
weeks  about  $8,000,  which  they  turned  over  to  them  to  assist  them  in  picketing  the 
shops  that  are  on  strike  here  in  the  job  printing  trade.  This  has  given  them  consid- 
erable prestige  with  the  printers,  and  they  are  doino:  everything  they  possibly  can 
to  prolong  the  strike  and  stir  up  strife  among  the  union  people  along  political  lines. 

Was  that  statement  true? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  as  near  as  I  can  get  at  it.     What  is  the  date  of 
that  letter,  Senator?     Is  that  19.6  or  19..5? 
The  Chairman.  We  will  have  to  look  for  it  and  see. 
Senator  Cummins.  April  12,  19C6. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  That  relates  to  the  Philadelphia  strike. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

105.  I  direct  your  attention  to  another  letter,  Xo.  495-496,  quoted 
from  on  page  lol  of  volume  3  of  the  stenographic  report,  as  follows: 

It  might  be  of  some  interest  to  you  to  show  you  what  the  Gompers  people  are  doing 
in  this  State.  They  have  nominated  President  Thomas  D.  Nicholls  from  the  tenth 
congressional  district  of  Pennsylvania  on  the  Democratic  ticket,  and  I  should  predict 
now  that  unless  there  is  very  good  work  done  in  that  district  we  will  have  a  red-hot 
agitator  in  the  next  Congress.  There  are  about  40.000  miners  in  that  district,  and 
Nicholls  is  their  ideal.  Besides,  John  Mitchell  is  pledged  to  go  to  that  district  and 
work  for  the  Democratic  ticket.  This  is  the  first  district  they  nave  started,  but  you 
will  find  several  others  will  follow  in  the  very  near  future,  and  they  will  be  all  of 
the  Democratic  faith,  for  the  Gompers  faction  are  all  pledged  to  work  against  the 
Republicans  in  Congress  and  will  hit  a  Republican  head  whenever  they  get  a  chance. 

Was  that  true? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  I  think  that  prediction  camo  perfectly  true. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

100.  On  page  105,  same  volume,  you  further  appear  to  have 
stated  in  that  letter: 

I  have  also  been  informed  by  labor  workers  here  that  Gompers  has  sent  out  a  list 
of  Congressmen  who  are  on  the  blacklist,  and  the  principal  parties  that  he  will  attempt 
to  defeat  thin  fall  will  be  Chairman  Jenkins  of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee,  Speaker 
Cannon,  Congressman  Dalzell  of  the  Pittsburgh  district,  this  State,  and  Congressman 
Littlefield  of  Maine. 

Was  that  true? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  there  were  27  names  placed  on  the  black 
list  at  that  time  by  Gompers's  organization. 

The  CnAiRMAN.  I  asked  you  if  that  statement  is  true. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

107.  Were  the  efforts  that  you  and  Mr.  Cushing  were  making  along 
political  lines  directed  to  oppose  these  activities  of  the  labor  people? 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3565 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

108.  While  you  were  still  working  with  Cushing  in  the  manner  indi- 
cated— that  is,  without  the  knowledge  of  any  of  the  officers  of  the 
association — you  conducted  the  campaign  of  1906  in  Maine  for  Mr. 
Littlefield,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Wait  one  moment.  I  will  ask  you  to  repeat  that 
question. 

The  Chairman  (reading) :  While  you  were  still  working  with  Cush- 
ing in  the  manner  indicated — that  is,  without  the  knowledge  of  any 
of  the  officers  of  the  association 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  no  such  indication,  and  I  object  to  the 
question. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  beg  your  pardon,  but  he  has  already  testified  that 
nobody  knew  a  thing  about  what  he  and  Mr.  Cushing  were  doing. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  testify  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  no  such  testimony  in  the  record.  There  is 
testimony  that  he  had  not  met  the  officers  personally,  but  that  is  not 
evidence  that  thev  did  not  know  what  he  was  doing. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  ^Thero  was  not  an  officer  in  the  organization  that 
was  not  interested  in  the  Littlefield  fight. 

Senator  Cummins.  There  is  an  objection  made,  and  it  seems  to  me 
it  is  a  perfectly  valid  one  and  that  it  ought  to  be  ruled  upon. 

The  Chairman.  It  will  be  ruled  out.     The  next  question  is: 

100.  Tn  conducting  that  campaign  you  claim  to  have  bribed 
Dr.  Crockett  (vol.  4,  p.  171)  by  the  payment  of  $500,  for  "turning 
against  his  own  party  and  his  organization"  and  making  a  bitter 
speech  against  Gompers.     Is  that  true  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  claim  anything  of  the  kind  or  testify  to 
anything  of  the  kind. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  true,  that  you  did  bribe  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  I  would  like  to  have  my  testimony  on  that 
subject  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  denied  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  are  putting  questions  here  that  are  entirely 
misleading. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  have  the  testimony. 

Senator  Reed.  You  are  to  answer  the  questions  and  not  criticize 
them. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  want  anything  read,  we  will  have  it  read. 
We  do  not  want  your  comments.  Just  ask  me  to  read  the  testimony 
and  I  will  have  it  read. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  page  171,  of  the  stenographic  report  of  July  14, 1913. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  will  read  that.  It  is  as  follows.  They  were 
reading  a  letter  from  Dr.  Crockett,  and  the  examination  continued 
in  this  wav: 

What  was  the  matter  with  Knox  County?  Did  you,  lose  Knox  County,  or  was  it 
simply  close? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  it  was  simply  close. 

Senator  Reed.  This  gentleman  writes,  "I  shall  want  some  definite  idea  about 
expenses  and  what  financial  remuneration  I  am  to  receive." 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  a  meeting  held  in  the  Rockland  Rink  on  September  6, 
and  Crockett  made  an  address  there  that  I  would  call  a  scurrilous  attack,  which  in 
fact  the  leading  Republicans  afterwards  condemned  as  a  scurrilous  attack  upon  Mr. 
Gompers.    For  Crockett  turning  against  his  organization 
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Senator  Reed.  For  whose  turning? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  Crockett  turning  against  his  own  party  and  his  organization  he 
was  to  receive  a  certain  amount  of  money  for  the  speech  and  for  the  work  he  would 
do  in  the  campaign. 

As  I  understood  he  got  $500  for  the  speech,  but  I  do  not  know  whether  they  ever 
settled  with  him  after  that,  because  the  speech— a  good  many  people  thought  that 
more  harm  was  done  by  it  than  good,  on  account  of  the  violent  attack  he  made. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  made  the  arrangement  to  pay  him  $500? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Fred  Wight. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  present  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  made  the  arrangement  myself,  and  the  money  was  paid  by  Wight. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  Dr.  Crockett  a  labor  leader,  a  union  man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  at  this  meeting  that  he  held  a  commission  from  Gompers. 
He  was  a  doctor,  and  he  gave  Gompers  medical  attention.  That  was  his  services  for 
the  commission  held  from  Gompers. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  not  undertake  to  pass  on  whether  that  is 
bribery  or  not.  The  question  is  whether  that  is  true.  I  suggest 
that  the  witness  be  asked  if  the  testimony  read  by  Senator  Cummins 
is  true  or  not. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  testimony  true? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

110.  Were  you  present  when  the  money  was  paid? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

111.  Where  did  the  money  come  from  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  came  from  collections  made  by  the  manufac- 
turers, as  I  was  given  to  understand,  from  all  over  the  country,  in 
the  Littlefield  campaign.  The  biggest  part  of  the  money  was  col- 
lected, as  I  testified  before,  in  Massachusetts,  and,  later  on,  as  I  was 
told,  C.  C.  Cox  told  me  himself  that  he  collected  $7,000  of  that  fund. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

112.  Where  was  the  money  paid,  and  when? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  present,  but  I  was  given  to  understand 
that  it  was  paid  in  Fred  Wight's  office,  in  Thompson,  Me. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  you  understand  that? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  From  Mr.  Wight  himself. 

The  Chairman.  When  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  show  me  the  letter — I  think  he  made  a 
speech,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  about  the  4th  or  6th  of  September. 
I  think  the  election  was  on  the  10th  of  September  in  Maine. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

113.  Who  was  Mr.  Wight? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Fred  Wight  was  Mr.  Littlefield's  campaign 
manager,  and  was  collector  of  customs  of  Rockland,  Thomaston,  and 
Camden,  Me. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

114.  At  this  time  you  were  still  working  in  secret  with  Cushing, 
were  you  not? 

Mr?  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

1 15.  Did  not  Cushing  finally  leave  the  association's  employ  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  correct  my  statement  there.  I  will  not 
say  that  I  worked  in  secret  with  Mr."  Cushing;  in  that  campaign  I 
came  out  in  the  open  and  worked.  I  went  there  under  Mr.  Cushing's 
orders,  to  work  in  secret,  but  soon,  after  consulting  with  the  leaders 
in  that  district,  I  came  out  into  the  open  and  made  speeches. 
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Senator  Walsh.  Your  work  was  done  in  the  open;  that  is  to  say, 
you  opposed  Mr.  Littlefield's  antagonist  openly  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  openly  and  aboveboard,  a  short  time  after  I 
was  there. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  did  you  do  so  at  that  time  as  representative 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers;  did  you  publish  to  the 
world  generally  that  you  occupied  that  relation  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  end  not  publish  that  I  occupied  any 
relationshipwith  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  WALsn.  That  is  to  say,  you  were  secret  as  to  the  relation- 
ship existing  between  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  open  in  your  work? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  May  I  ask  that  the  answer  to  Question  No.  93  be  read: 

The  Chairman.  The  reporter  who  took  that  down  is  not  here  now- 

Senator  Reed.  You  can  get  it  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  important  now,  because  the  statement  has  gon^ 
into  the  record,  and  I  would  like  to  see  the  record,  if  I  may. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  to  deny  you  the  right  to  correct  any- 
think  that  is  wrong. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  not  my  answer,  but  it  was  an  inquiry  of  your  own 
in  which  I  thought  you  had  an  erroneous  impression  of  what  the  wit; 
ness  had  answered.  It  was  in  regard  to  an  implication  that  the  offi- 
cers of  the  association  were  not  in  the  dark  with  reference  to  what  Mr. 
Cushing  was  doing.  I  wanted  to  call  attention  to  question  93 A, 
which  was: 

93-a.  The  statement  in  the  World  of  Sunday,  June  29th,  to  the 
effect  that  li  one  of  the  principal  protests  I  made  to  Mr.  Kirby  at  that" 
time  was  that  for  the  four  years  I  served  under  Cushing,  the  officers 
and  members  of  the  N.  A.  of  M.  were  in  complete  darkness  as  to  the 
workings,  and  the  general  membership  knew  nothing  at  all  as  to  what 
was  gomg  on,"  was  correct,  was  it  not? 

And  the  witness  answered  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  testify  a  little  further  on  that.  At  a  later 
date 

The  Chairman.  No.  108  was  overruled  because  it  was  supposed 
to  improperly  assume  a  fact.     The  question  was: 

108.  While  you  were  still  working  with  Cushing  in  the  manner 
indicated  — that  is,  without  the  knowledge  of  any  of  the  officers  of 
the  association — you  conducted  the  campaign  of  1906  in  Maine  for 
Mr.  Littlefield,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator  Walsh  cleared  that  up. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  clearly  argumentative.  If  he  testified  that 
way,  that  he  was  working  that  way,  we  have  his  testimony  to  con- 
sider and  reach  a  conclusion  upon. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

116.  You  had  been  in  close  touch  and  intimate  with  Cushing  during 
this  period  of  about  four  years,  had  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  What  period  are  you  talking  about  ? 

The  Chairman.  During  this  period  of  four  years;  you  had  been  hpi 
close  touch  and  intimate  with  Mr.  Cushing,  had  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  it  was  understood  that  I  was  Cushing's  right- 
hand  man. 
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The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is:        » 

117.  I  notice,  from  letter  763,  dated  May  29,  1907,  that  Gushing 
gave  you  a  letter  reading  as  follows: 

To  whom  it  may  concern: 

I  could  not  speak  too  highly  of  the  talent,  the  successes,  and  the  fidelity  of  my  friend 
Martin  M.  Mulhall.  1  have  known  him  and  have  been  familiar  with  his  work  since 
188S,  and  I  hope  that  he  will  never  be  oi  t  of  my  reach  when  a  man  and  a  friend  is 
required. 

Marshall  Cxtshing. 

He  had  about  that  time  left  the  association,  had  he  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Just  leaving  the  association,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

118.  Having  procured  from  him  a  letter  dated  May  29,  1907, 
reading  as  just  quoted,  what  had  happened  to  lead  you  to  write, 
within  five  days  thereafter  (765-767)  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  state  that  I  did  not  know  that  I  was  desig- 
nated as  "Number  11/'  and  I  was  always  given  to  understand  by 
Mr.  Cushing  that  my  work  was  well  known  to  the  officials  of  the 
organization,  in  a  sense,  and  that  I  would  be  rewarded,  or  hugely 
rewarded,  and  if  I  left  the  organization  I  could  always  depend  upon 
its  support,  and  when  I  learned  I  was  designated  as  "Number  11" 
on  Mr.  Cushing's  list  I  was  quite  indignant  toward  Mr.  Cushing, 
because  it  seemed  to  mo  that  from  the  impression  given  me  by  the 
officers  of  the  association  that  Mr.  Cushing  was  using  me  for  his 
own  purposes  and  obtaining  the  entire  credit  for  the  work  done. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

119.  What  had  happened  within  10  days  thereafter  to  lead  you  to 
write  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  follows  (773-775)  ? 

I  told  Boudinot  that  Cushing  had  lied  to  these  men  freqi  ently  and  that  they  had 
gotten  tired  of  being  fooled,  and  I  stated  that  Cushing  might  fool  some  of  them  part  of 
the  time  but  he  could  not  fool  the  entire  b  nch  all  the  time,  and  it  mattered  not 
whether  he  remained  with  the  National  Association  or  not,  those  people  would  be 
against  C  shing  next  winter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  that  my  reports  bear  that  out  better  than 
I  could  tell  it.  I  refer  to  the  reports  of  the  people  I  brought  to  see 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria,  and  on  future  occasions. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is  what  had  happened  within  10  days 
thereafter  to  lead  you  to  write  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  in  the  way  you  did  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  orders  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  statements  I 
made  to  him  when  I  called  on  him  in  St.  Louis  between  the  date 
Cushing  left  and  that  date. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

120.  What  had  happened  prior  to  the  1st  of  July,  1907,  that  about 
a  month  afterwards  led  you  to  write  (800,  801) : 

Mr.  Cushing  has  written  several  letters  to  members  of  this  organization  since  he  left 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  to  try  to  straighten  up  matters  for  himself 
and  his  friends,  but  he  will  find  if  he  puts  in  an  appearance  in  Washington  next  winter 
that  this  organization  will  be  sorely  against  him  in  any  attempt  he  may  make  in 
politics  in  the  future. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  Workingmen's  Protective  Association. 
When  they  found  that  Mr.  Cushing  hacl  taken  the  entire  credit  of  the 
work  done  in  Maryland  and  other  States,  they  were  crazy  about  it. 
and  they  said  all  kinds  of  things  of  Mr.  Cushing  and  his  work,  and  said 
things  I  would  be  ashamed  to  say. 

(Thereupon,  at  5.15  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  adjourned 
until  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.  to-morrow,  August  1,  1913.) 
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FBIDAY,  AUGUST  1,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson, 
and  Cummins : 

TESTIMONY  OF  MARTIN  MICHAEL  MTJLHALL— Resumed. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  please  take  the  stand. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  the  examination  is  resumed,  let 
me  suggest  that  the  committee  indulge  me  just  a  moment  for  an 
inquiry.  I  do  not  want  to  appear  unduly  persistent  in  pressing 
upon  the  committee  a  matter  which  may  appear  to  have  been  de- 
cided; but  as  it  is  an  important  matter,  and  as  men  change  their 
minds  under  changing  circumstances,  I  beg  to  call  again  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  the  question  which  was  raised  yesterday,  with 
reference  to  the  oral  cross-examination  of  the  witness,  to  this  extent. 
In  the  course  of  the  plea  which  I  made  to  the  committee  yesterday  on 
this  subject  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Walsh) 
asked  how  long  a  time  we  would  want  for  such  an  examination,  in 
order  to  complete  the  inquiry,  and  I  thought  that  might  indicate  on 
his  part,  or  on  the  part  of  the  committee,  a  willingness  to  listen  to 
a  motion  for  a  very  limited  right  of  oral  cross-examination.  Yes- 
terday we  submitted  these  questions  to  the  committee,  and  the  com- 
mittee interrogated  the  witness  with  respect  to  them,  and  we  sub- 
mit to  the  committee  that  the  mode  of  interrogation  was  unsatis- 
factory. It  was  unsatisfactory  to  us,  and  I  believe  it  must  have  been 
to  the  committee,  because  it  was  impossible  to  follow  up  evasive  and 
sometimes  unresponsive  answers  of  the  witness. 

It  must  be  evident  that  as  questions  are  reduced  to  cold  type  they 
are  predicated  upon  the  presumption  of  responsive  answers,  and 
when  a  responsive  answer  does  not  occur,  the  second  interrogatory 
becomes  futile  and  often  irrelevant.  In  view  of  that,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, if  the  committee  is  at  all  inclined  to  reconsider  its  deci- 
sion of  yesterday  and  to  give  even  la  limited  right  of  cross-exami- 
nation, I  will  say  to  the  committee  that  if  it  will  give  us  one  hour 
and  a  half  of  oral  cross-examination  upon  these  questions 

The  Chairman.  And  that  will  be  all  you  will  want — an  hour  and  a 
half? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes ;  that  being  the  line 

Senator  Nelson.  You  propose  to  ask  these  questions  that  we  have 
not  yet  disposed  of? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  then  vou  want  an  hour  and  a  half? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  ask  an  hour  and  a  half  to  two  hours,  one  or  the 
other,  if  the  committee  will  give  it  to  us,  upon  the  remaining  ques- 
tions which  have  not  yet  been  asked. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  we  give  them  two 
hours  for  oral  examination. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  it,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
already  stated. 
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The  Chairman.  What  do  you  think  about  it,  gentlemen? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  understand  that  it  is  the  purpose  to 
abandon  the  questions  propounded. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  No  ;  let  them  propound  them  and  follow  them  up. 

I  want  to  state  to  the  committee  that  what  impressed  me  yesterday 
wTas  that  there  ought  to  be  some  reciprocity.  When  we  had  the  Mul- 
hall  papers  before  us,  time  and  again  questions  were  asked  by  me 
and  other  members  of  the  committee  as  to  what  this  and  that  re- 
ferred to  in  letters  that  were  not  written  by  Mulhall.  No  objection 
that  I  recall  was  made,  and  the  questions  were  allowed. 

Now,  yesterday  we  had  one  isolated  case  of  that  kind  on  the  part 
of  these  gentlemen,  and  an  objection  was  made.  Technically,  the 
objection  was  correct,  but  it  was  not  reciprocity  in  view  of  what  we 
had  ourselves  done  before  that,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  treat  these 
men  as  fairly  as  we  have  treated  Mulhall. 

I  say  this  without  intending  to  criticize  any  member  of  the  com- 
mittee.   I  am  just  stating  how  my  heart  feels  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Emery,  do  you  propose  to  do  away  with  all 
these  questions,  or  do  you  want  to  ask  questions  upon  this  list  of 
questions? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  ;  we  have  felt  bound  by  the  committee's  request  to 
submit  a  line  of  interrogatories.  These  questions  are  an  outline  of 
the  course  of  examination  which  we  intend  to  pursue.  We  want  to 
supplement  them  by  asking  other  questions  growing  out  of  the 
answers  of  the  witness  to  the  interrogatories  submitted,  the  com- 
mittee passing  upon  the  relevancy  or  competency  of  any  question 
which  we  ask. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  propose  to  confine  yourself  to  two 
hours  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  speak  to  the  committee  a 
moment  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  T  want  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  since  I  have  been  here 
before  the  committee,  for  the  last  three  or  four  wreeks,  I  have  been 
here  without  counsel.  I  did  not  ask  for  counsel  at  all,  because  I  was 
given  to  understand  that  the  reason  I  was  to  be  brought  here  would 
be  for  me  to  identify  the  letters;  that  that  would  be  the  chief  testi- 
monv  that  I  would  be  asked  to  submit  to  the  committee.  I  have 
not  sought  counsel,  the  statement  being  made  that  I  would  be 
examined  by  the  committee  themselves,  the  committee  not  being 
interested  in  any  shape  or  form.  Now,  if  I  am  to  be  cross-examined 
by  the  officers  of  this  organization,  or  by  their  counsel,  I  ask,  as  I 
asked  yesterday — I  ask  for  the  privilege  of  having  counsel  here,  and 
to  go  after  them  the  same  way  they  want  to  go  after  me.  If  they  are 
talking  about  reciprocity,  that  is  as  fair  to  them  as  it  is  to  me. 

I  have  got  nobody  here  to  ask  for  any  advice.  I  have  never  ap- 
proached any  of  this  committee,  never  have  asked  for  any  favors  of 
any  kind,  and  I  think  that  if  they  are  talking  about  reciprocity,  the 
reciprocity  should  extend  to  both  sides,  and  a  fair  hearing  should 
be  given  to  both  sides.  I  have  answered  every  question  that  has 
been  put  to  me,  and  about  that  I  thoroughly  understood  that  they 
were  to  submit  their  questions  as  they  have  submitted  them,  ana 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3571 

that  the  committee  should  pass  upon  them,  and  I  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  that  fact.  If  they  are  going  any  further  than  that, 
I  insist  now  that  I  shall  have  counsel  that  I  have  asked  for. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  entitled  to  have  counsel  if  you  want  it. 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  willing  to  let  counsel  for  the  associa- 
tion pursue  this  examination  for  two  hours. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  reciprocity  is  just  as  good  on  one  side  as 
on  the  other. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  ought  to  discuss  this  question  in  execu- 
tive session. 

( At  10.40  o'clock  the  subcommittee  went  into  executive  session. 

At  11.20  o'clock  a.  m.  the  subcommittee  resumed  its  session.) 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  has  agreed  to  accede  to  the  request 
of  counsel  to  this  extent:  I  will  read  a  question,  and  when  it  is 
answered  then  you  may  put  orally  such  questions  as  you  desire. 
Your  time  for  completing  your  examination  on  these  questions  is  to 
be  limited  to  two  hours.    I  think  that  is  what  you  have  asked  for. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  the  whole  matter  is  to  be  concluded  in  two 
hours. 

The  Chairman.  Yes.. 

Senator  Cummins.  Following  any  answer  to  any  question  pro- 
pounded in  writing,  if  counsel  desires  to  follow  that  answer  with  an 
oral  question,  he  is  to  rise  and  propound  the  question  to  the  chair- 
man. The  reporter  will  then  take  it  down,  and  if  the  chairman 
thinks  the  question  ought  to  be  answered,  he  will  then  direct  the 
witness  to  answer  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Counsel  must  address  themselves  to  the  chair- 
man. 

The  Chairman.  The  whole  examination  is  to  be  limited  to  two 
hours. 

Mr.  Emery.  Of  course  the  committee  will  understand — and  I  am 
sure  they  will  be  fair  to  and  considerate  of  us  in  this  matter — that 
there  may  be  many  delays  that  consume  time,  incidental  to  the  ask- 
ing of  questions  in  this  way. 

Senator  Reed.  O  Mr.  Chairman,  I  must  insist  that  counsel  be 
satisfied  with  the  ruling  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  acceded  to  your  request.    Let  us  get  on. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  want  to  say  one  word.  When  you  ask  a 
question  that  calls  for  an  argument  on  the  part  of  the  witness,  you 
must  not  be  dissatisfied  if  that  argument  takes  some  time.  If  you 
ask  a  question  that  can  be  answered  yes  or  no.  then,  I  think,  the 
committee  will  limit  the  witness  to  that  answer ;  but  when  your  ques- 
tion calls  for  an  exnlanation,  there  is  no  way  in  which  the  committee 
can  limit  the  witness  in  giving  that  explanation. 

Mr.  Emery.  All  I  want  to  say  is  that  the  matter  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  committee  to  expedite  the  questions  and  the  answers.  We  ask 
them  to  consider  us. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  acceded  to  your  request  in  that  respect. 
F^et  us  get  on  with  the  questions. 

The  next  question  is  as  follows: 

121.  After  Cushing's  discharge,  did  you  not  go  out  to  St.  Louis 
to  interview  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Schwedtman  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  employment  by  them,  the  regular  officers  of  the 
association  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  desire  to  ask  any  questions? 

Mr.  Emery.  No.  • 

The  Chairman.  Question  122  is  as  follows: 

122.  Did  you  not  take  with  vou  your  credentials  from  Drominent 
politicians  like  the  late  President  McKinley,  Senator  (Juay,  and 
others,  and  were  you  not  about  that  time  reemployed  by  them  to  rep- 
resent the  association  along  the  line  of  its  political  activities? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  withdrawn.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  his 
answer  to  the  last  question  is  in  the  affirmative,  I  suggest  that  he  be 
reasked  question  121. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  has  already  answered  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Then  we  will  withdraw  it.  We  withdraw  123, 124, 
125,  126,  and  127. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understood  that  those  questions  were  to  be  asked. 
Are  they  to  be  withdrawn  with  the  idea  of  extending  the  oral  exami- 
nation ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Oh,  no. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

127a.  You  state,  vol.  — ,  page  —  of  the  notes  that  during  the 
St.  Louis  shoe  strike  Mr.  Schwedtman  placed  $3,000  in  the  safe  of 
the  hotel  to  be  paid  by  you  to  a  leader  of  the  strike  as  compensation 
for  breaking  the  strike. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  will  ask  the  chairman  to  stop  there. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  placed  $3,000  in  my  hands — that  is  the  testi- 
mony, Senator — and  I  placed  it  in  the  vault  of  the  Southern  Hotel. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  this  money  placed  in  your  hands  or  to 
your  order? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  see  the  letters  and  the  dates  that  I 
have  offered  in  testimony  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Cummins.  Are  the  letters  referred  to? 

The  Chairman.  In  the  question  it  simply  refers  to  volume  — , 
page  — . 

Senator  Nelson.  That  refers  to  the  typewritten  transcript  of  the 
testimony. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  letters  disclose  that.  I  depend  solely  upon  the 
letters  and  everything  else  for  the  dates  and  facts. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  remember  what  the  year  was? 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  was  during  the  St.  Louis  shoe  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  an  answer.  The  year  can  be  gotten 
at  very  easily  if  it  was  during  that  shoe  strike. 

Mr/ Emery.  We  have  endeavored  to  identify  it  by  the  St.  Louis 
shoe  strike,  the  only  one  in  evidence. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  the  rest  of  127a,  as  follows: 

Who  was  present  when  it  was  done,  and  where  did  it  take  place? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  the  Southern  Hotel.  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  my- 
self were  present. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  128.  . 

Mr.  McCarter.  No.  127b,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  have  not  read. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  question  No.  127b,  as  follows: 

127b.  Why  did  you  fail  to  relate  this  circumstance  in  your  sworn 
narrative  ot  your  participation  in  the  St.  Louis  shoe  strike  appear- 
m  the  New  York  World,  June  29, 1913  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Maybe  on  account  of  a  lapse  of  memory. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

128.  During  the  gubernatorial  campaign  of  1908  in  Indiana,  how 
much  money  did  you  procure  for  that  work  for  Mr.  Watson  from  the 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  From  the  members  of  the  organization,  about 
$6,500. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  has  not  answered  the  question. 

Mr.  McCarteb.  He  has  not  answered  the  question,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Listen  to  the  question.    I  will  repeat  it. 

128.  During  the  gubernatorial  campaign  of  1908  in  Indiana,  how 
much  money  did  you  procure  for  that  work  for  Mr.  Watson  from  the 
association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  the  members  of  that  committee  were  members 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  that  collected  those 
funds.  The  funds  were  in  their  hands.  As  I  understand  it,  they 
collected  first  something  over  $3,000  and  some  odd,  and  then  again 
they  collected  after  that  $2,500,  which  was  turned  over  to  the  county 
committee.  In  addition  to  that,  I  was  sent  all  over  the  State  of  In- 
diana, with  letters  that  are  in  the  hands  of  this  committee. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  that  we  are  losing  time  by 
an  answer  that  is  not  responsive  to  the  question.  The  question  is 
how  much  he  got  from  the  association. 

The  Chairman.  How  much  did  you  get  from  the  association  in 
New  York? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  expenses — my  direct  expenses. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  desire  the  remainder  of  that  question  to 
be  put? 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  already  answered. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  desire  to  ask  a  question.  Was  that  all  that  you 
got  from  the  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  are  members  of  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  the  association  itself  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  that  is  all  that  came  from  the  New  York 
office.  Hold  on,  I  will  correct  that.  No ;  there  was  some  money  came 
from  the  St.  Louis  office,  from  President  Van  Cleave  and  Mr. 
Schwedtman.  They  sent  their  checks,  and  other  letters  to  the  mem- 
bers to  do  likewise. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Sent  it  to  Mr.  Hanch  first,  at  my  solicitation. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  recall  how  much  that  was  I 

Mr.  Mulhall.  $100  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  $50  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  will  ask  if  those  were  personal  contributions? 

Senator  Walsh.  He  has  already  said  that  they  were  personal 
checks. 

The  Chairman.  I  next  read  this  question : 

129.  Although  you  have  stated  in  your  evidence  that  various 
amounts  were  raised  from  local  manufacturers  and  others  in  Indiana, 
by  you,  1  ask  you  as  a  matter  of  fact  if  you  materially  aided  in  rais- 
ing one  dollar  for  that  campaign  beyond  a  check  for  $100  from  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  and  a  check  for  $50  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  aided  that  committee  in  every  shape  and 
form.  I  was  with  them  daily  when  they  were  making  those  collec- 
tions. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

130.  If  so,  from  whom  did  you  procure  it  and  what  did  you  do 
with  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  left  in  the  hands  of  the  committee  that  col- 
lected it,  and  $2,000  of  that  went  to  Mr.  Watson  at  Kushville. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  yourself  procure  any  money  from  any  of 
these  people? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  with  this  committee.  I  did  not  individually, 
myself,  but  I  went  around  all  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is,  if  so,  from  whom  did  you  pro- 
cure it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  memory  is  not  clear  on  that  subject.  I  guess 
the  gentlemen 

Senator  Nelson.  He  says  he  did  not  procure  any  himself,  directly. 

Senator  Reed.  He  went  with  the  committee. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  in  daily — I  went  into  the  offices,  went  out  in 
an  automobile  and  entered  the  offices  with  the  committee,  and  was 
present  when  they  made  the  requests  from  the  gentlemen  they  were 
collecting  from. 

Senator  Cummins.  Does  the  record  show  who  composed  the  com- 
mittee*. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  D.  M.  Parry,  C.  C  Hanch,  and  C.  C  Foster  was  the 
committee,  and  myself. 

Mr.  Emery.  May  I  put  a  question  to  the  Chair? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  What  funds,  if  any,  were  contributed  to  this  com- 
mittee in  the  presence  of  the  witness? 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  gentleman  is  represented  by 
counsel,  and  I  insist  that  the  question  be  put  bv  counsel.  I  think 
it  should  be  put  by  the  counsel  and  not  by  Mr.  Emery  himself.  Mr. 
McCarter  is  representing  you  here. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  will  put  the  question  that  has  just  been  put 
I  was  reading  ahead  and  did  not  hear  it. 

The  Chairman.  The  Chair  will  ask  the  reporter  to  repeat  it. 

(The  reporter  repeated  the  question  propounded  by  Mr.  Emery, 
as  follows:) 

What  funds,  if  any,  were  contributed  to  this  committee  in  the  presence  of 
the  witness? 

The  Chairman.  You  may  answer  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Over  $3,000.  I  want  to  qualify  a  little  further  on 
that.  Then  I  was  sent  again  to  other  cities  throughout  Indiana,  and 
saw  leading  members  of  trie  organization  in  different  cities,  and  made 
notes  of  what  they  said  they  would  send  in,  and  reported  to  the 
State  committee,  but  did  not  make  any 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  time  is  running  against  us.  I  hope 
the  committee  will  not  let  the  witness  run  off  to  outside  matters. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  remark  is  entirely  proper. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 
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131.  Chi  page  196  of  the  fifth  volume  of  the  stenographic  notes, 
occurs  the  following  in  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Schweatman : 

Of  course,  Watson  and  others  think  that  I  am  working  a  large  labor  force 
in  Indianapolis,  and  I  certainly  believe  it  is  diplomacy  to  have  them  continue 
to  think  so,  for  I  feel  certain  that  before  the  campaign  is  over  they  will  think 
as  old  Sam  thinks,  that  we  have  got  12,000  Pinkerton  workers  on  our  list. 

Were  you  deceiving  Mr.  Watson  and  his  coworkers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  I  not  only  added  to  that,  but  I  had  250 
active  workers  in  Mr.  Watson's  behalf  organized  from  the  shops  a 
short  time  after  that. 

The  Chairman.  Answer  the  question  yes  or  no. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  question  was,  Were  you  deceiving  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

132.  If  not,  what  does  that  sentence  mean? 
You  have  answered  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  250  active  workers.    They  addressed  meetings 
three  days  a  week  after  their  organization. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

133.  On  page  63  of  volume  6  of  the  stenographic  report  you  say : 

They  [referring  to  the  association]  had  been  paying  all  my  expenses  up  to 
that  time,  and  in  addition  to  that  there  had  been  organized  what  they  called 
the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense.  The  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  is  an  incorporated  organization,  and  they  organized  the  Council 
for  National  Defense,  as  I  understood  it,  to  get  around  that  matter  of  paying 
out  funds,  because  they  gave  me  money  at  different  times  later  on  through  that 
organization. 

Is  that  the  only  reason  that  you  can  give  for  that  assertion  that 
"  the  council  was  organized  for  the  purpose  of  getting  around  the 
matter  of  paying  out  funds  "  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir — no,  sir.  I  can  give  other  reasons.  I  can 
give  the  reasons,  the  daily  conversations  with  the  officers  of  the  or- 
ganization; that  they  never  called  a  meeting  of  the  organization; 
that  it  was  simply  a  paper  organization.  The  same  officers  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  were  the  officers  of  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  and  the  daily  meetings  of 
those  people  convinced  me  that  what  I  stated  in  that  statement  is 
strictly  correct. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

133a.  In  your  verified  statement  in  the  World  of  Sunday,  June  29, 
1913,  page  2,  column  6,  you  state : 

In  1907  at  my  suggestion  Mr.  Van  Cleave  attempted  to  create  a  new  national 
organization  out  of  the  local  organizations  of  manufacturers  in  the  different 
cities  throughout  the  United  States. 

And  this  statement  you  repeated  in  your  evidence,  volume  — ,  page 
— .  In  that  statement  you  were  referring  to  the  National  Council 
for  Industrial  Defense,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

133b.  When  and  where  dia  you  make  this  suggestion  to  Mr.  Van 
Cleave?    Was  it  orally  or  in  writing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was,  as  near  as  I  can  remember,  at  the  time  he 
was  down  there  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  Gompers,  as  near  as  I 
could  understand  it,  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel,  in  1907. 
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Senator  Nelson.  He  does  not  answer  that  part  of  the  question  as 
to  whether  it  was  oral  or  in  writing. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  it  oral  or  in  writing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Oral;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Question  No.  133c  is  as  follows: 

133c.  Do  you  now  unequivocally  claim  that  you  were  the  author 
of  the  project  put  into  form  in  the  organization  of  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not.  I  said  that  I  suggested  it,  that 
they  should  have  the  same  system  of  organization;  that  they  would 
try  to  organize  the  manufacturers  all  over  the  country  ana  have  a 
central  body,  and  have  those  organizations  work  in  harmony,  as  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  worked.  That  was  the  suggestion 
made  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  the  next  question,  as  follows : 

134.  Were  you  present  at  its  organization? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  never  any  organization  that  I  know  of, 
and  they  never  had  any  meeting  of  the  organization  that  I  know  of. 

The  Chairman.  Answer  yes  or  no. 

Senator  Reed.  No,  Mr.  Chairman;  that  question  implies  that  there 
was  an  organization,  and  he  has  a  right  to  say  that  he  does  not 
understand  that  they  ever  were  organized. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  my  understanding,  that  they  never 
organized. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

135.  Did  you  ever  attend  a  single  meeting  either  of  its  members 
or  of  its  officers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  and  I  do  not  believe  anybody  else  did,  out- 
side of  those  few  officers. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

136.  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  chairman  of  the 
council  when  Mr.  Kirby  was  president  of  the  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  a  short  period  of  time,  until  the  meeting  was 
held  in  Dayton.  Then  Mr.  Kirby  took  the  reins  out  of  Mr.  Van 
Cleave's  hands. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  done  while  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  living? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  quite  obvious  the  change  must  have  been 
made  while  he  was  living. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is: 

136.  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  chairman  of  the 
council  when  Mr.  Kirby  was  president  of  the  association? 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  it  must  have  been  while  he  was  living. 

The  Chairman.  The  point  is,  Did  they  change  ?    Did  they  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  they  change  that  prior  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave's 
death  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  my  best  belief,  yes,  sir;  before  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
died. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

137.  Are  you  aware  that  Mr.  Kirby  is  now  chairman  of  the  council, 
while  Mr.  Post  is  president  of  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  nothing  of  the  workings  of  the  organiza- 
tion, nor  do  I  want  to  know. 

The  Chairman.  Do  not  express  your  opinion.  Just  say  yes 
or  no. 
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I  read  the  next  question,  as  follows : 

138.  Did  you  know  that  for  several  years  prior  to  1907  the  differ- 
ent manufacturers  of  this  country  had  felt  the  necessity  of  organizing 
an  association  for  the  purpose  of  unitedly  resisting  the  efforts  or 
organized  labor  against  them,  and  that  meetings  were  held  from  time 
to  time  in  the  city  of  New  York,  attended  by  scores  of  representatives 
of  different  bodies,  which  created  and  have  continued  the  organiza 
tion  of  that  association  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  that  that  is  too  involved  a 
question  to  ask  a  witness  to  answer. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  answer  that  question. 
The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  was  not  given  the  privilege  of  knowing. 
The  Chairman.  I  read  the  next  question,  as  follows : 

139.  Do  you  not  know  that  for  your  work  in  the  field  you  were 
paid  by  the  association  long  after  the  council  was  organized? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Ask  that  question  again. 
The  Chairman.  It  is : 

139.  Do  you  not  know  that  for  your  work  in  the  field  you  were 
paid  by  the  association  long  after  the  council  was  organized? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  always  believed  that  my  work  and  my  expense 
accounts  were  always  paid  by  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers.   I  was  never  paid  by  the  "  council,"  as  they  called  it. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

140.  I  direct  your  attention  to  letter  862,  from  Mr.  Schwedtman 
to  yourself 

Mr.  McCarter.  Omit  that.    Also  omit  question  141. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  question  142,  as  iollows : 

142.  Eecurring  to  the  list  of  names  printed  on  page  98  of  volume 
5  of  the  stenographic  report  (and  being  1018.  1019),  do  you  still  ad- 
here to  the  conclusion  made  in  your  evidence  at  that  point  that  this 
is  a  black  list  prepared  and  given  to  you  by  Mr.  Watson? 

Look  at  1018,  1019. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  see  the  list. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  want  to  see  the  original? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Give  us  the  original  of  that  list. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper  handed  to  him).  That  is  not 
the  list  that  I  claimed  to  be  in  Mr.  Watson's  handwriting. 

Mr.  McCarter.  There  is  the  evidence.  [Handing  volume  to  the 
chairman.] 

Senator  Walsh.  The  evidence  you  gave  in  reference  to  No.  1018, 
1019  is  as  follows: 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  No.  1018,  1019? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  I  think  it  is  a  black  list  put  Into  my 
hands  by  Mr.  Watson  to  go  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  you  say  that  was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  is  a  black  list. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  made  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Watson  made  it.  I  am 
not  sure  whether  it  is  in  his  handwriting  or  not. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Did  I  not  state  that  part  of  it  was  in  Mr.  Childs's 
handwriting  and  part  in  Mr.  Watson's  j 
Mr.  McCarter.  We  are  consuming  time. 


3578       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  have  to  let  the  witness  know  what  he  is 
asked  about. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  further  from  the  testimony: 

Senator  Reed.  In  the  margin  is  written.  "  Here  is  a  list  for  you  to  knock 
out."    Do  you  know  who  ninde  thnt  pencil  memorandum? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  memorandum  would  almost  convince  me  that  Mr.  Wat- 
son handed  me  that  list.    I  am  not  sure  of  the  writing. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  not  your  writing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  know  whose  writing  it  is? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  under  the  impression  it  is  Mr.  Watson's  writing. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  list  is  identified  there. 
Senator  Walsh.  Here    is    the    list:    "Candler,    Miss.;    Hamlin, 
Mo.,"  etc. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  question  again,  as  follows: 

142.  Recurring  to  the  list  of  names  printed  on  page  98  of  volume 
5  of  the  stenographic  report  (and  being  1018-1019),  do  you  still 
cdhere  to  the  conclusion  made  in  your  evidence  at  that  point  that 
this  is  a  blacklist  prepared  and  given  to  you  by  Mr.  Watson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  is  not  the  list  that  was  shown  to  me  in  my 
evidence.  The  list  that  was  shown  to  me  in  my  evidence  was  in  two 
different  handwritings,  and  checked  up. 

Senator  Reed.  There  were  two  lists  shown,  apparently,  and  that 
one  was  shown  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir ;  that  one  was  shown  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  gave  these  answers,  and  later  on  there  was 
another  given  to  you,  which  I  now  hand  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  This  is  the  list  that  I  am 
speaking  about 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is  as  to  No.  1018,  1019.  Now,  an- 
swer the  question.  After  looking  at  1018,  1019 — that  list  there— do 
you  still  adhere  to  the  conclusion  made  in  your  evidence  at  that  point 
that  this  is  a  blacklist  prepared  and  given  to  you  by  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  was.  I  do  not  say  it  was  in  the  hand- 
writing of  Mr.  Watson,  though. 

The  Chairman.  Question  143  is  as  follows: 

143.  By  u  black  list "  did  you  mean  a  list  of  persons  opposed  to 
the  views  of  Mr.  Watson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  would  not  mean  that.    They  might  be  op- 
posed to  Speaker  Cannon  and  others ;  not  solely  to  Mr.  Watson. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

144.  Do  you  think  that  Watson  was  opposed  to  Mr.  Payne  of  New 
York  and  some  of  the  others  named  in  that  list  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  be  surprised.  I  did  not  know  what 
Mr.  Watson — he  didn't  communicate  to  me,  when  he  handed  me  that 
list,  who  he  was  opposed  to. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

145.  Do  you  notice  at  the  bottom  of  the  list  occur  the  words,  "  Mem- 
bers in  town  up  to  this  time,  November  25  "? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  but  it  is  in  different  handwriting.  I  do 
not  know  the  handwriting  it  is  in. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

145a.  Did  you  not  know  then  and  don't  you  know  now  that  this 
alleged  "  black  list "  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  statement  pre- 
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pared  for  the  press  giving  the  names  and  time  of  arrival  in  Wash- 
ington of  Members  of  Congress  for  its  approaching  session? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  was  not  aware  of  that  at  that  time,  nor 
am  I  aware  of  it  now. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

146.  In  letters  4038,  4039  you  say : 

I  have  been  making  a  canvass  among  the  leaders  of  the  House  and  the  Senate 
for  the  past  few  days. 

Among  whom  had  you  made  such  canvass  and  what  leaders  in 
either  House  had  you  consulted  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  see  the  letter,  Senator. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  it  to  you : 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  18,  1911. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

My  Deab  Bibd:  Miss  White  showed  me  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Emery 
wherein  you  ask  for  a  report  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Commissioner  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1910.  I  have  sent  in  this  mail  four  copies  of  this 
report,  so  you  can  have  them  in  the  office  if  you  wish  them.  Miss  White  told 
me  she  hurried  on  a  copy  that  Mr.  Littlepage  had,  so  I  suppose  you  will  have 
that  this  afternoon.  I  feel  that  if  you  would  write  me  direct  for  any  docu- 
ment of  this  kind,  you  would  get  them  by  return  mail,  for  I  have  splendid 
facilities  over  here  for  getting  any  kind  of  a  document  on  short  notice  that  is 
issued  by  Congress.  I  feel  positive  that  Mr.  Emery  would  be  very  glad  to  have 
this  done,  for  it  would  save  him  some  work,  for  he  turns  all  matters  like  this 
over  to  me  when  they  are  received. 

I  have  been  making  a  canvass  among  the  leaders  of  the  House  and  Senate 
for  the  pnst  few  days,  and  I  am  positive  from  the  reports  I  received  that 
there  will  be  no  legislation  for  a  tariff  commission  at  this  session — 

Is  that  enough? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir ;  I  can  state  at  that  time,  but  the  letter  does 
\iot  state  it — is  that  the  full  letter? 
Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Then  I  would  like  to  have  the  letter  read  in  full. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  rest  of  it : 

I  have  been  making  a  canvass  among  the  leaders  of  the  House  and  Senate  for 
the  past  few  days,  and  I  am  positive  from  the  reports  I  received  that  there 
will  be  no  legislation  for  a  tariff  commission  at  this  session,  and  from  the 
leaders  that  I  have  seen  it  seems  that  the  work  done  by  the  late  convention 
here  in  Washington  accomplished  nothing.  I  am  also  positive  that  there  will 
be  no  ship  subsidy  legislation  at  this  session,  for  the  Democrats  are  almost 
united  against  this  bill,  and  more  than  half  the  Republicans  are  against  it, 
and  nearly  all  the  Republican  leaders.  I  can  furnish  you  with  the  names  of 
the  leaders  of  both  House  and  Senate  that  are  against  this  measure,  if  you 
wish  them. 

There  is  a  large  labor  lobby  in  Washington  this  week,  but  I  am  positive  they 
will  meet  with  no  success. 

I  send  this  information  so  that  you  can  be  thoroughly  posted. 

Closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me,  as  ever. 
Faithfully,  yours. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  What  is  the  date  of  the  letter? 

Senator  Walsh.  January  18,  1911. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is : 

Among  whom  had  you  made  such  canvass  and  what  leaders  in 
either  House  had  you  consulted  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  1  generally  saw  Mr.  Dwight  and  Mr.  Fassett  and 
Mr.  Fairchild  on  the  House  side,  Mr.  Gardner  on  the  House  side. 
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and  sometimes  consulted  with  the  Vice  President  on  the  Senate  side, 
as  a  rule. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

147.  You  state  in  the  same  letter  that  you  can  furnish  Mr.  Bird 
with  the  names  of  the  leaders  that  are  against  the  measure  if  he 
wished  them.    Will  you  please  furnish  us  with  that  information? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  could  have,  at  that  date.  If  my  mind 
was  clear,  maybe  I  could  enlighten  you  on  several  of  their  names  at 
that  time,  but  after  a  lapse  of 

The  Chairman.  That  is  enough. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (continuing).  After  a  lapse  of  over  three  years  I 
think  it  is  a  pretty  hard  matter. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

148.  In  letter  No.  4058  you  state  that  you  4*  had  a  long  interview 
with  Senator  F.  M.  Simmons,  of  the  Interoceanic  Committee,"  and 
that  you  later  called  on  a  number  of  Senators  suggested  by  Senator 
Simmons.    Whom  did  he  suggest  and  whom  did  you  see? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  called  on  Senator  Simmons  in  relation  to  the 
Stone  matter.  There  was  a  very  stiff  fight  here  at  that  time,  as  I 
was  given  to  understand,  concerning  the  Stone  matter 

The  Chairman.  You  are  not  answering  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  call  on  Senator  Simmons. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  he  suggested  a  number  of  Senators  for 
you  to  call  upon.    Whom  did  he  suggest? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  told  me  to  see  the  two  Maryland  Senators,  if 
I  am  not  mistaken,  that  were  members  of  that  committee  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Whom  did  you  see? 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  was  not  that  in  relation  to  the 
Panama  Canal  bill  that  you  saw  Mr.  Stone  and  Senator  Flint? 
That  was  what  you  testified  to. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  my  testimony  on  that  subject 
read,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  read  you  the  letter.  I  think  whenever  a 
question  refers  to  a  letter,  the  witness  ought  in  fairness  to  see  the 
letter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  have  no  possible  objection  to  that 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  read  him  this  letter: 

I  sent  you  a  brief  report  last  evening,  as  requested,  upon  bill  J 2316,  and 
feeling  this  morning  that  my  report  was  not  as  full  perhaps  as  you  would 
like  it,  I  am  sending  you  several  copies  of  the  bill,  which  will  explain  more 
fully  the  information  you  want. 

.  I  got  to  work  upon  this  matter  early  this  morning,  and  had  a  long  interview 
with  Senator  F.  M.  Simmons,  of  the  Interoceanic  Canals  Committee,  and  after 
my  interview  was  over  with  him  I  called  on  a  number  of  Senators  that  were 
suggested  by  Senator  Simmons  in  relation  to  this  matter. 

As  I  stated  to  you  in  my  letter  of  last  evening,  etc. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  say  in  answer  to  that  that  I  did  not  rely 
wholly  on  information  I  got  from  these  gentlemen.  I  got  it  from 
other  gentlemen,  too. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  question  is,  Whom  did  you  see? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  oh  that  subject.  I  called  on  Senator 
Simmons  on  several  occasions  in  relation  to  the  Stone  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  Stone  matter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  trying  to  stop  Stone's  confirmation  for 

*Uector  of  the  port. 
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Senator  Eeed.  This  is  about  the  interoceanic  canal. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Then  I  am  not  clear  upon  that  subject  at  the  pres- 
ent time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  he  know  Senator  Simmons  well  at  this  time? 

The  Chair3Ian.  Did  you  know  Senator  Simmons  well  at  this  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  made  two  or  three  calls  on  him,  as  I  stated,  in 
relation  to  the  Stone  matter.  I  had  a  friendly  interview  with  Senator 
Simmons  on  that  subject  and  called  on  him. 

The  Chairman,  lou  have  not  answered  the  question.  Did  you 
know  him  well? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  a  speaking  acquaintance. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Call  his  attention  to  letter  4054,  where  he  says  he 
is  well  acquainted  with  Senator  Simmons. 

The  Chairman.  I  call  your  attention  to  letter  4054,  in  which  you 
:>ay: 

I  am  well  acquainted  with  Senator  Simmons,  and  he  told  me  he  felt  sure 
that  this  bill  could  not  be  passed  at  this  session. 

Do  you  say  you  are  well  acquainted  with  him? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  called  on  Senator  Simmons  on  several  occasions 
before  that.    I  am  speaking  what  my  conferences  were  on. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

151.  In  letter  No.  4059,  4060  you  say : 

I  have  been  successful  with  the  work  that  I  was  doing,  and  I  have  been 
gathering  information  concerning  the  appointments  of  the  committees  for  the 
Sixty-second  Congress,  and  I  reported  to  Mr.  Emery  this  morning  that  I  am 
positive  that  we  will  fare  very  much  better  with  the  incoming  Democrats  of 
the  House  than  we  have  been  doing  with  the  present  Congress. 

From  whom  did  you  gain  such  information?  Give  us  specifically 
the  names  of  the  gentlemen. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  stated  some  time  ago,  that  was  more  of  a 
diplomatic  letter  than  anything  else. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  give  us  the  names  of  the  gentlemen? 
Give  us  specifically  their  names. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  generally  called  for  information  or  got  informa- 
tion from 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  it  from  anyone? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  From  whom? 

Senator  Nelson.  From  whom? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject  at  this  time. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

152.  What  basis  or  foundation  had  you  for  the  claim  you  make 
in  the  letter  that — 

I  assured  Mr.  Emery  that  if  he  would  select  or  name  some  men  that  we 
could  agree  on  for  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  that  we  could  have 
him  appointed,  and  I  also  told  Mr.  Emery  that  I  am  positive  we  will  control 
the  Judiciary  Committee  and  its  subcommittees  and  also  the  Labor  Committee 
and  its  subcommittees  in  the  next  Congress. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  in  my  testimony  that  that  was  entirely 
wrong,  and  later  corrected  it. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 
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153.  Did  you  make  such  a  report  to  Mr.  Emery  and  who  had 

fiven  you  any  information  that  led  you  to  make  such  a  report  to 
im? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  made  daily  reports ;  I  had  daily  conferences  with 
him. 

Senator  Nelson.  No,  no ;  answer  the  question.  Did  you  make  this 
report  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  I  did,  because  every  piece  of  infor- 
mation I  picked  up  around  the  Capitol  I  generally  reported  to  Mr. 
Emery. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

154.  What  was  that  report  based  on? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  What  report  are  you  talking  about? 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  in  your  letter  that  was  just  read. 

Senator  Reed.  That  you  would  fare  better  with  the  Democrats 
than  with  the  Republicans. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  that  was,  maybe,  a  diplomatic  letter  to  the 
organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  piece  of  imagination? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  a  matter  of  imagination,  if  you  want  to 
put  it  that  way. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

155.  You  further  state  in  the  letter: 

r  am  so  convinced  of  this  that  I  wish  Mr.  Emery  and  our  friends  to  name 
the  men  and  I  am  positive  that  we  can  get  the  appointments.  This  I  feel  ought 
to  be  extremely  cheerful  information  for  our  people,  and  I  am  not  making  this 
statement  until  I  am  fully  convinced  that  these  facts  can  be  accomplished. 

Where  did  you  obtain  this  "  cheerful  information  "  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  must  have  felt  convinced  of  the  fact  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is,  where  did  you  get  this  cheerful 
information? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  say.  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject  just 
now.  I  was  writing  these  reports  at  that  time,  and  if  you  had  asked 
me  at  that  time  I  could  have  maybe  told  you  the  party. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

155a.  Did  "  Mr.  Emery  and  our  friends "  name  the  men  for  such 
appointments? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  consulted  with  Mr.  Emery 

The  Chairman.  Answer  the  question.  Did  Mr.  Emery  and  your 
friends  name  the  men  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  ought  to  be  allowed  to  say  that  I  suggested  the 
gentleman  to  be  named,  and  that  was  Mr.  Covingjton,  of  Maryland; 
and  I  suggested  to  Mr.  Emery  that  he  would  possibly  be  accepted  as 
chairman  of  the  Labor  Committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  the  question  is,  Col.  Mulhall,  did  Mr.  Emery 
name  the  chairman  of  that  committee? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  don't  believe  he  did,  or  gave  me  any 

names. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

156.  What  statements  had  been  made  to  you  that "  fully  convinced  * 
you  that  these  facts  could  be  accomplished  and  who  made  them? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  just  stated  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject  at  the 
present  time. 
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The  Chairman.  Then  I  will  pass  157.    The  next  question  is : 

158.  In  the  same  letter  you  speak  of  "  two  leading  Members  of  the 
Senate,  upon  confidential  political  work."    Who  were  they? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  Iwas  asked  about  that  the  other  day. 

The  Chairman.  Who  were  they? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  my  testimony  read  on  that 
subject,  because  I  was  in  doubt  about  it  the  other  day. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  me  call  your  attention 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  my  evidence  read. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  it  not  Senator  Carter  and  Senator  Dick? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  I  was  calling  on  or  doing  business  with 
Senator  Dick  at  that  time.  He  wanted  a  circular  sent  out  through 
Iowa. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  I  asked  you  that  question,  and  you  said 
Senator  Carter  and  Senator  Dick. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  answered  that  very  fully,  I' think;  but 
I  wasn't  sure  of  the  other  ones. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  am  confident  that  is  what  you  said. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is  159. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  what  he  stated.    Let  me  read  it. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  pressure  brought  upon  me  to  do  some  work 
outside  of  the  city  for  a  leading  Member  of  the  Senate.  This  matter  I  shaU 
write  you  fully  upon  later  on. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  testified  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  it  that  you  referred  to  as  the  leading 
Member  of  the  Senate  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  said  it  was  Mr.  Sherman. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  exactly  what  you  said. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  not  answered  the  full  question.  What 
was  the  outside  work  that  you  were  to  do  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  testimony  was  the  other  day — in  fact,  I  took 
orders  from  the  Vice  President  when  he  was  chairman  of  the  national 
committee  as  I  did  from  other  committees,  because  I  was  at  that 
meeting  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave  in  1907  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria 

Senator  Walsh.  But  you  do  not  answer  the  question.  Can  you 
state  what  the  particular  work  was  he  asked  you  to  do  at  this  par- 
ticular time — in  January,  1911  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  pertaining  to  the  Maine  work. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Omit  160  and  161. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

162.  In  letter  4091,  4092  you  state  that  you  had  a  long  interview 
with  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Meyer  upon  the  House  amendment  to 
the  naval  appropriation  bill.    Was  that  a  fact? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was,  sir,  if  I  wrote  it. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

163.  Where  was  the  interview  held  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  at  his  office  in  the  Navy  Building. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

164.  Who  introduced  you  to  the  Secretary  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  frequently  went  to  that  department  on  errands. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  does  not  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  sent  in  my  card,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is,  Did  anybody  introduce  you? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  I  was  admitted  after  my  card. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

165.  What  did  he  say? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  ought  to  be  allowed  to  have  that  letter  read.  I 
don't  know  what  it  means,  but  I  would  want  my  letter  read  on  that 
subject. 

Senator  Reed.  He  ought  to  be  allowed  to  say  he  had  been  going 
there  frequently,  to  show  cause  for  a  lack  of  introduction. 

The  Chairman.  He  stated  that. 

I  understood  you  to  state  you  had  been  going  there  frequently  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  most  every  day  on  errands  of  some  kind 
or  other. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Omit  No.  166. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  the  letter — 4091,  4092.  I  read  from  it  as 
follows : 

I  have  inade  a  large  canvass  on  the  House  and  Senate  side  both,  to  have 
them  cut  out  of  the  naval  appropriation  bill  the  Hughes  amendment.  If  we 
succeed  this  will  make  it  possible  to  have  outside  contractors  contract  for  build- 
ing naval  vessels,  as  they  did  before,  without  considering  the  eight-hour  law. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Meyer  upon  this  subject 
and  gave  him  a  list  of  names  of  Congressmen  who  I  thought  were  working 
strongly  against  this  bill. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is: 

165.  What  did  he  say? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  don't  just  recall  the  interview  at  that  time.  I 
think  the  Secretary  was  very  busy  and  accepted  the  list  of  names 
I  gave  him  and  talked  about  a  later  interview. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Omit  166. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

167.  In  letter  4105  to  Mr.  Kirby,  dated  February  17,  1911,  you 
say: 

There  is  a  good  deal  of  talk  at  the  present  time  of  an  extra  session  of 
Congress.  From  all  indications  I  feel  positive  the  President  will  be  forced  to 
call  one.  I  feel  this  would  be  unfortunate  for  us  at  the  present  time,  for  I 
believe  we  would  fare  better  if  we  had  a  few  months  more  to  negotiate  and 
do  diplomatic  work  with  our  Democratic  friends. 

What  do  you  mean  by  the  words  "negotiate  and  do  diplomatic 
work  "  ? 

Senator  Reed.  What  letter  is  that? 

The  Chairman.  4105.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  words  "  negotiate 
and  do  diplomatic  work  "  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  mean  that  he  would  have  a  chance  to  go  around 
through  the  field  work  and  have  the  managers  see  him  and  these 
people  that  brought  pressure  of  that  kind  and  maybe  send  them  three 
or  four  thousand  telegrams,  and  bring  pressure  on  them.  That  is 
their  system. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

168.  Had  you  been  "negotiating  and  doing  diplomatic  work" 
with  any  Democrats  ?     If  so,  with  whom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  individually  myself,  because  I  know  all 
of  them  in  a  way — I  mean  except  a  friendly  speaking  acquaint- 
ance. In  a  way,  yes.  I  took  a  very  active  interest  in  the  campaigns 
in  my  home  State  for  that  purpose  at  different  times,  and  in  other 
States  along  the  same  line.  That  is  the  diplomatic  work  I  may  have 
reference  to. 
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The  Chairman.  The  next  questibn  is: 

169.  Whom  did  you  mean  by  "our  Democratic  friends"? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  met  now  Mr.  Talbott  and  Mr.  Covington 
and  Members  on  that  side,  and  Mr.  McDermott,  and  I  had  a  passing 
acquaintance — I  mean  I  knew  several  Members,  not  a  passing 
acquaintance — and  I  knew  several  others. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

170.  In  letter  4031,  dated  February  28,  1911,  addressed  to  Mr. 
Bird,  you  say: 

I  feel  very  much  elated  over  the  good  work  that  has  been  done  over  here. 
Although  the  Moon  bill  had  passed  last  week,  everything  obnoxious  in  it  to 
our  organization  was  stricken  out. 

What  had  you  done  to  bring  about  that  result,  and  with  whom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  saw  Mr. — Idaily  had  interviews  with  Mr.  Dwight, 
the  whip  of  the  House.  I  was  introduced  to  him  by  Mr.  Watson  and 
was  kept  thoroughlyposted  on  how  that  bill  went  along. 

Senator  Nemon.  What  did  you  do?  You  did  not  answer  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  I  saw  Mr.  Dwight  and  maybe  other  Members 
of  the  House  and  was  thoroughly  posted  on  how  that  bill  went  along. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  suggest  to  them  these  amendments  in  the 
bill  that  perfected  it  to  your  liking? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  the  bill  was  delayed  and  would  be  kept 
back  in  the  House  as  far  as  it  possibly  could  by  these  debates. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  had  to  do  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  called  on  the  whip  of  the  House  and  Members  of 
the  House  on  that  subject,  yes,  sir;  and  I  done  that,  too,  Senator, 
under  instructions  from  this  gentleman  [indicating],  after  daily 
report,  and  it  was  carried  out  and  it  became  a  success. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  enough.  You  said  you  did  it  under  in- 
structions ;  that  is  enough. 

The  next  question  is : 

171.  In  your  letter  4160-4162,  dated  March  28,  1911,  addressed  to 
Mr.  Bird,  you  say : 

I  am  perfectly  confident  about  the  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  £nd 
also  the  subcommittees  of  that  committee,  and  I  know  that  when  this  com- 
mittee is  completed  we  will  have  Members  favorable  enough  to  us  upon  it  to 
control  as  we  have  the  past  five  or  six  years. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Before  I  answer  that  question,  I  would  like- 


The  Chairman.  The  question  has  not  been  put  to  you  yet.  I  am 
reading  what  you  said  in  that  report.    The  question  is : 

This  was  then  a  Democratic  House,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

172.  What  had  happened  that  made  you  "perfectly  confident 
about  the  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  also  the  sub- 
committees of  that  committee  "  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  corrected  that  statement  later  on,  Senator. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  want  an  answer. 

The  Chairman.  What  had  happened,  if  anything? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  at  that  time  anything  had  happened.  I  am 
not  clear  on  the  subject  of  what  Happened,  but  later  on  I  corrected 
that  statement. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  What  had  happened  to  make  him  perfectly  con- 
fident ? 

Senator  Walsh.  He  says  he  does  not  know  anything  had  hap- 
pened. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

173.  How  did  vou  "know"  that  when  this  committee  was  com- 
pleted  the  association  would  have  members  favorable  enough  to 
control  it? 

I  believe,  however,  you  have  answered  that.  The  next  question  is 
174.    Do  you  want  that  asked  f 

Mr.  McCarter.  No;  pass  to  176. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

176.  In  letter  4163  to  Mr.  Kirby,  dated  March  28,  1911,  you  say: 

I  have  been  actively  engaged  for  the  past  few  weeks  in  working  on  committee 
appointments.  I  am  very  anxious  that  we  shall  fare  well  on  the  Judiciary 
Committee  and  the  House  Labor  Committee,  and  we  have  every  reason  to 
hope,  at  this  writing,  that  we  are  sure  of  success. 

What  were  the  reasons  that  you  referred  to,  and  what  were  your 
grounds  for  the  hope  expressed? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  saw  several  Republican  members  of  those  com- 
mittees and  had  interviews  with  them,  and  particularly  had— I  used 
to  have  almost  daily  interviews  with  Mr.  Gardner  upon  those  sub- 
jects, and  I  got  information  in  that  way. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

177.  You  further  say  in  the  same  letter : 

I  have  written  a  long  letter  this  a.  m.  to  Mr.  Bird  on  this  subject,  and  I 
suppose  if  you  see  him  he  will  represent  to  you  fully  what  we  are  doing. 

What  were  you  "  doing  "  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Read  tnat  again,  please. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  will  have  to  read  the  letter.  Strike 
that  out.    I  will  go  to  the  next  question,  which  reads: 

178.  In  letter  4173  to  Mr.  Bird,  dated  April  4,  1911,  you  say 

Mr.  McCarter.  Omit  that,  please;  that  has  been  gone  over.    Also 

omit  179. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

180.  Was  it  work  with  Mr.  Underwood  that  you  had  done  that  led 
you  to  have  "  every  reason  to  hope  at  this  writing  that  we  are  sure 
of  success  "  as  to  the  House  Labor  Committee,  as  you  stated  in  your 
letter  of  March  28?     (4163  supra.) 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  can  also  be  omitted. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

180a.  You  further  state  in  letter  No.  4173: 

The  Judiciary  Committee  is  entirely  our  way. 

What  did  you  mean  by  the  words  "  entirely  our  way,"  and  whom 
did  you  include  as  being  thus  characterized? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  corrected  that  statement  later  on.  I  would  like 
to  have 

The  Chairman.  Read  the  letter  and  let  .us  see  what  it  is. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  my  evidence  corrected  later  on. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  would  like  to  say  in  connection  with  that  matter 
that  that  was  gone  over  carefully,  and  he  told  all  he  knew  about  that 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  thought  I  was  thoroughly  cross-examined  on  that 
™*tter. 
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The  Chairman.  Do  you  insist  on  that,  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

181.  In  letter  No.  4179  you  say: 

I  had  a  long  and  pleasant  interview  with  the  new  chairman  (Mr.  William  B. 
Wilson),  and  he  positively  stated  that  there  would  be  no  labor  legislation  at 
this  session-: 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  can  leave  that  out. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  told  all  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

182.  Were  you  lobbying  with  Mr.  Wilson  at  the  time  it  occurred? 
Mr.  McCarter.  Leave  that  out. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is  183.    He  has  answered  that. 
The  next  question  is : 

184.  In  letter  4211-4212,  dated  April  26,  1911,  addressed  to  Mr. 
Bird  you  say : 

I  saw  several  leaders  of  the  Senate  and  I  had  a  letter  from  one  of  our  high 
officials  of  the  Government  to  meet  him  at  his  home  upon  the  matter,  and  I 
have  been  assured  by  the  leaders  of  the  Senate  side  that  this  bill  will  not 
become  a  law. 

Do  you  know  to  what  bill  you  were  referring? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  say ;  sir — : — 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  witness  is  entitled  to  have 
the  text  of  that  read  to  him. 
Mr.  McCarter.  Quite  right,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  from  4211,  4212 : 

I  have  been  very  busy  for  the  last  few  days,  as  House  bill  5970  almost  scared 
me  into  a  fit,  but  we  have  got  busy  on  this  measure  from  the  start,  and  up  to 
the  present  have  met  with  a  great  deal  of  success.  Mr.  Lloyd  attempted  to 
railroad  this  bill  through,  aided  by  some  of  the  insurgents  of  the  Senate,  but 
for  the  past  few  days  they  have  found  that  they  are  up  against  a  stiff  fight, 
and  we  have  taken  a  great  deal  of  the  fight  out  of  them.  Frank  Morrison, 
secretary  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  was  to  have  a  hearing  on  this 
bill  on  Thursday,  the  27th  instant,  but  we  have  had  Mr.  Morrison's  hearing  set 
back  until  some  day  next  week,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  it  will 
be  set  back  again  before  that  time. 

Yesterday  I  saw  four  prominent  members  of  the  Civil  Service  Reform  Com- 
mittee, the  committee  that  has  this  bill  in  charge,  and  they  assured  me  that 
we  will  get  all  the  time  we  wanted  upon  this  measure  and  as  many  hearings 
as  necessary,  so  this  will  give  us  time  to  do  all  the  pouuding  we  wish  to  do,  and  I 
am  under  the  impression  it  might  not  come  up  at  this  extra  session  at  least 
I  saw  several  leaders  of  the  Senate,  and  I  had  a  letter  from  one  of  our  high 
officials  of  the  Government  to  meet  him  at  his  home  upon  this  matter,  and  I 
have  been  assured  by  leaders  of  the  Senate  side  that  this  bill  will  not  become 
a  law. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  question? 
Senator  Walsh.  What  bill  is  he  referring  to? 
The  Chairman.  What  bill  are  you  referring  to  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Lloyd  bill. 
The  Chairman.  The  nekt  question  is : 

191.  In  letter  4283-1286,  written  on  July  24,  1911,  to  Mr.  Bird, 
you  said : 

I  have  had  the  aid  of  Mr.  McMichael,  and  on  the  advice  of  other  friends,  to 
start  a  systematic  campaign  against  our  enemies,  and  in  this  in  a  measure 
we  have  been  successful,  for  Kendall,  of  Iowa,  Carey,  of  Wisconsin  and  Galla- 
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gher  of  Illinois  have  quit  their  activities  for  the  labor  people  on  account  of  our 
activities  along  these  and  other  lines.     /  hare  been  doing  this  with  the  lowest 

possible  cost. 

What  were  your  activities  and  what  was  your  systematic  cam- 
paign that  you  there  refer  to? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  given  documents  by  Mr.  Emery  to  place 
with  Mr.  Kendall,  which  I  did,  giving  a  list  of  the  manufacturers 
and  people  out  in  his  district,  and  through  influencing  Mr.  McDer- 
mott  I  guess  they  got  to  work  on  Mr.  Gallagher.  Those  people  ap- 
peared daily  before  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service  Reform.  Mr. 
Gallagher  was  going  to  make  a  speech  but  did  not  make  it.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  was  influenced  by  the  documents  placed  in  his 
hands  or  not. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  the  extent  of  your  activities? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  extent  of  my  activities  at  that  time, 
but  several  weeks  later  I  visited  Postmaster  General  Stewart  at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Emery  and  made  arrangements  to  have  Mr.  Emery 
meet  the  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General,  I  believe  he  was; 
and  I  saw  Mr.  Sherman,  as  I  stated 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  responsive.    You  have  answered  that. 

The  next  question  is : 

192.  What  cost  was  incurred  in  the  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  any  cost.    What  we  were 
doing  was  not  costing  anything. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

193.  Do  you  mean  by  that  language  that  you  had  paid  Messrs. 
Kendall,  Carey,  and  Gallagher  to  persuade  them  to  quit  their  activi- 
ties for  the  labor  people  ?    If  not,  what  did  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  mean  anything  of  the  kind. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  does  he  mean  when  he  says,  "  I  am  doing  this 
at  the  least  possible  cost." 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Maybe  I  was  running  around  on  a  small  cost 
Generally  when  I  was  hurried  I  was  allowed  to  get  cab  hire  and 
tilings  of  that  kind. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

194.  When  did  you  first  become  acquainted  with  Mr.  McDermott? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  In  1909. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

195.  He  is  a  Democrat  and  a  labor  man,  is  he  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLnALL.  Yes.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  time  in  1909  did  you  become  acquainted 
with  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  T  will  have  my  reports  read  on  that  subject  before 
I  answer  that.    Thev  will  show  it:  the  letters  will  show  tnat. 

The  Chairman.  C?an  you  give  the  date? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  give  the  date.  I  have  given  the  date 
in  the  letters. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

196.  I  judge  your  relations  with  Mr.  McDermott  soon  became 
friendly,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  stated  that.    I  have  testified  to 
that. 
The  Chairman.  That  is  sufficient.    You  said  yes. 
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The  next  question  is : 

197.  You  spoke  on  your  direct  examination  of  his  being  some- 
what uncouth,  but  that  you  were  led  to  believe  that  a  session  or  two 
of  Congress  would  give  him  more  culture.  Had  such  been  the  fact 
at  the  time  you  wrote  (4195)  on  the  21st  day  of  April,  1911,  a 
letter  in  which  you  spoke  of  Mr.  J.  M.  Murphy,  saying : 

He  is  a  warm  personal  friend  of  Congressman  James  T.  McDermott,  of 
the  fourth  Illinois  district,  who  is  a  very  warm  friend  of  ours  in  Congress  and 
has  been  for  the  past  two  sessions,  and  I  myself  am  a  great  admirer  of  Mr. 
McDermott  on  account  of  his  i>olitical  ability  so  for  that  reason  any  favor 
you  can  confer  upon  Mr.  Murphy  while  he  is  in  Connecticut  will  be  greatly 
appreciated. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  not  right.  Mr.  Murphy  was  not  a*  Member 
of  Congress.  Mr.  Murphy  was  the  gentleman  who  was  getting  up 
the  flying  machine  for  Mr.  McDermott. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  the  question  has  been  withdrawn.  The 
next  question  is: 

198.  You  still  entertained  the  same  view,  I  suppose,  when  you 
wrote  (4275)  on  the  17th  of  July,  1911,  introducing  Mr.  McDermott 
to  Mr.  Bird,  where  I  notice  you  speak  of  him  as  one  of  your  "  very 
best  friends"? 

Senator  Eeed.  I  think  those  questions  are  utterly  immaterial. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Let  it  be  passed. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  letter  would  explain  that — the  letter 
of  introduction  I  gave  to  Mr.  Bird. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is  No.  199. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  out. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

200.  In  letter  4332,  dated  December  9,  1911,  McMichael  said  to 
you: 

These  are  the  words  Mae  said  to  me:  "Tell  the  colonel  to  go  and  see  Wilson 
and  make  arrangements  with  him." 

Who  is  the  "  Mc  "  there  referred  to  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott,  as  I  testified  before. 
Mr.  McCarter.  No.  201,  202,  and  203  are  out. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

204.  What  arrangements  did  you  make  with  him? 
Mr.  McCarter.  Meaning  Mr.  Wilson. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Wilson  about  leaving  the  organiza- 
tion, and  I  believe  I  told  him  in  a  brief  way  why,  and  I  believe  I 
have  read  a  letter  here  about  it,  and  I  made  no  arrangement  except 
to  get  a  meeting  between  Mr.  (jompers  and  myself,  and  he  advised 
me  to  put  myself  entirely  in  his  hands. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

205.  You  were  still  on  friendly  terms  with  McDermott? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

206.  In  a  letter  (0-23)  dated  September  2,  1912,  addressed  to 
Mr.  Bird  and  previously  identified  by  you,  you  say : 

On  the  middle  of  last  March  I  was  appealed  to  by  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott, 
the  Member  from  the  fourth  Illinois  district,  to  go  to  his  district  and  aid  him 
for  renomination.  Mr.  McDermott,  although  a  Democrat  for  six  years,  while 
a  Member  of  Congress,  done  everything  that  was  in  his  power  to  advance  the 
Interests  in  Congress  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  The 
splendid  work  Mr.  McDermott  done  in  the  past  could  not  be  estimated.     So 
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on  account  of  the  good  work  he  had  done  I  left  my  home  on  the  26th  of  March 
and  went  to  Chicago,  III.,  and  stayed  there  until  the  15th  of  April,  aiding  him 
to  be  renominated,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  Mr.  McDcrmott  won  out  and 
is  ready  to  show  his  appreciation  at  any  time  when  called  upon  for  the  good 
work  done  for  him  last  spring. 

Of  course  at  this  time  you  were  not  in  the  employ  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  were  you? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  we  can  omit  that. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

207.  You  were  still  personally  very  friendly  with  McDermott, 
were  you  not? 

Senator  Eeed.  I  want  to  know  if  counsel  withdraws  these  questions. 

The  Chairman.  They  are  withdrawn. 

Mr.  McCarter.  They  are  withdrawn.  These  questions  were  pre- 
pared bet  ore  the  last  day  of  Mr.  Mulhall's  direct  examination,  and 
a  great  many  of  them  have  already  been  answered.  We  have  no 
possible  objection  to  them,  but  we  are  withdrawing  them  simply,  in 
the  interest  of  saving  time.  Most  of  this  information  has  come  to  us 
since  the  questions  were  prepared. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is  No.  209. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  can  skip  to  No.  212. 

The  Chairman.  The  question,  then,  is  as  follows : 

212.  I  observe  in  a  letter  (4364)  dated  March  20,  1912,  written  by 
McMichael  to  you,  he  says: 

I  had  a  letter  from  Mc  this  morning  and  he  is  in  a  hell  of  a  hole  and  wired 
me  to  send  him  my  salary  check  for  this  month.  There  is  not  one  cent  in  the 
bank  and  he  is  overdrawn. 

Does  that  refer  to  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

213.  Did  you  raise  any  money  for  him  then? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  but- 


The  Chairman.  The  next  question- 


Mr.  Mulhall.  Just  wait  a  minute  there.  I  answered  top  quick. 
I  might  have  been  helping  him,  loaning  him  money — small  amounts — 
as  I  did  right  along. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

214.  Did  you  speak  to  Mr.  Emery  or  Mr.  Bird  about  it,  as  the 
letter  suggests? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  About  helping  Mr.  McDermott?  I  gave  him  a 
letter  of  introduction  to  Mr.  Bird  and  asked  Mr.  Bird"  to  nelp  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  vou  speak  to  Mr.  Bird  or  Mr.  Emery  about 
it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Bird. 

The  Chairman.  Here  is  the  letter  of  March  20,  1912.  This  is 
No.  4364.     You  had  better  show  him  the  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  March  20,  1912? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  that  is  misleading.  That  question  is  not 
right,  Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  the  last  campaign  that  Mr.  McDermott 
had  out  in  Chicago — 1912. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  speak  to  Mr.  Emery,  on  this  subject  and  he 
gave  me  a  letter  of  introduction  to  Mr.  Job,  of  Chicago,  and  I  can 
produce  the  letter. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  Will  you  do  so  ? 

The  Chairman.  Please  produce  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  try  to  produce  it.  If  I  have  not  the  letter 
I  have  got  a  copy,  because  I  went  with  Mr.  McDermott  to  Mr.  Job's 
office  when  I  got  to  Chicago.  It  was  one  of  the  first  calls  we  made, 
and  the  list  I  submitted  here  the  other  day 

The  Chairman.  Wait  one  minute 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  they  ask  me  a  question  I  would  like  to  have  the 
privilege  of  explaining  it. 

The  Chairman.  Go  ahead,  then. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  gave  a  list  of  names  here  that  I  attempted  to 
collect  funds  from  with  Mr.  McDermott  on  that  occasion,  and  that 
list  is  checked  up  by  Mr.  Job  and  in  Mr.  Job's  handwriting. 

The  Chairman.  This  letter  of  March  20  (No.  4364)  reads  as 
follows : 

House  of  Representatives, 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  Labor, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  20,  1912. 

Dear  Colonel:  I  sent  you  a  letter  Tuesday  morning  explaining  all  about 
the  eight-hour  and  injunction  bills.  No  doubt  you  have  it  by  this  time.  I  had 
a  letter  from  Mc  this  morning  and  he  is  in  a  hell  of  a  hole  and  wired  me  to 
send  him  my  salary  check  for  this  month. 

There  is  not  one  cent  in  the  bank  and  he  is  overdrawn. 

You  said  that  referred  to  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

213.  Did  you  raise  any  money  for  him  then? 
Senator  Cummins.  He  has  answered  that. 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

214.  Did  you  speak  to  Mr.  Emery  or  Mr.  Bird  about  it,  as  the 
letter  suggests? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  to  raise  money. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  question  is,  when  Mr.  McMichael  wrote  you# 
about  his  check,  about  money  matters,  did  you  speak  to  Mr.  Emery 
about  that  matter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  about  money  matters ;  no. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

215.  At  the  time  that  letter  was  written,  you  of  course  had  not 
been  employed  by  the  association  for  three  months? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Correct. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is  : 

216.  You  were  still  friendly  with  McDermott,  were  you  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

217.  I  judge  from  a  letter  (4374^*377)  dated  May  30,  1912,  and 
sent  by  you  to  McMichael,  your  friendship  for  Mr.  McDermott  was 
beginning  to  wane  because  of  the  fact  that  your  expenses  to  Chicago 
to  help  him  in  his  campaign  had  not  been  paid.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  state  that  I  could  not  answer  that 
question  without  making  a  short  statement,  at  least,  why  my  friend- 
ship for  Mr.  McDermott  waned.  It  was  principally  on  account  of 
the  McCormick  check,  because  Mr.  McDermott  claimed  all  along  that 
when  the  McCormick  check  came  in  I  should  keep  it  for  my  expenses, 
and  before  that  he  drew  a  duplicate  check 
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Senator  Walsh.  When  you  say  it  was  on  account  of  the  McCor- 
mick  check,  we  understand. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  mainly  on  account  of  the  McCormick 
check. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

220.  In  your  letter  (4376-1378)  dated  June  4,  1912,  and  addressed 
to  McDermott,  you  state  you  will  be  glad  to  see  him  at  your  home 
in  Baltimore.    Did  he  visit  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  he  visited  me  with  Mr.  McMichael,  if  I  am 
not  mistaken. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

221.  Did  you  not  pay  him  some  money  on  such  visit? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  just  handed  a  letter  by  Senator  Reed.  [Evi- 
dently referring  to  4376-4378.]    Can  I  answer  that  first? 

Senator  Cummins.  He  answered  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  said  he  visited  him.  Now  the  question  is, 
did  you  give  him  any  money? 

The  Chairman.  If  he  wants  to  look  at  that  letter,  let  him  look  at  it 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  that  visit?    Now  I  am  ready  for  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is:  Did  you  not  pay  him  some  money 
on  such  visit? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  my  home?  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject  just 
now. 

The  Chairman.  On  that  visit? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  he  came  there  to  look  over  those  letters, 
and  I  guess 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

222.  Did  you  not  conceal  a  witness  in  your  closet  who  could  over- 
hear and  be  a  witness  to  the  transaction? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  Mr.  Mulhall  wanted  to  add  something  to 
his  answer. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  that  I  know  I  spent  a  good  part  of  the  day — 
T  believe  it  was  on  Sunday — doing  that  work 

Senator  Nelson.  What  work? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  letters  that  you  have  got  before  you  at  the 
present  time ;  those  letters  submitted  by  the  World. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  your  attention  has  been  directed  to  whether 
you  did  or  did  not  pay  McDermott  some  money  upon  the  occasion  of 
the  visit  referred  to ;  and  if  you  did  pay  him  some  money,  then  you 
would  know  about  it,  it  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear,  but  I  think  if  I  had  the  correspond- 
ence on  the  subject  I  would  have  a  little  more  enlightenment. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is: 

222.  Did  you  not  conceal  a  witness  in  your  closet  who  could  over- 
hear and  be  a  witness  to  the  transaction  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott  was  not  there  on  that  day. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  an  answer  to  the  question. 
..  The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

'     221a.  Did  you  pay  some  money  at  your  house  to  Mr.  McMichael 
for  Mr.  McDermott  soon  after  writing  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  gave  Mr.  McMichael  on  that  visit  a  hundred 
dollars. 

Senator  Cummins.  For  McDermott? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  With  the  understanding  I  had  with  Mr.  McMichael 
that  he  was  to  go  back  and  give  part  of  it  to  Mr.  McDermott,  and 
later  on  had  a  statement  from  McDermott  that  McMichael  did  not  go 
directly  back,  but  spent  part  of  the  money 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  give  this  money  to  McMichael  to  give  to 
McDermott  in  settlement  of  any  moneys  he  claimed  he  owed  him, 
or  did  you  give  McMichael  this  money  to  give  to  McDermott  as  a 
loan? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  came  over  for  a  hundred  dollars  to  help  out 
both  of  them,  and  I  gave  McMichael  the  money. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  it  was  a  loan? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  it  was  part  of  McMichael's  salary  I  was 
handing  to  him  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  In  June,  1912? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  that  date  is  wrong,  ain't  it? 

The  Chairman.  June  4, 1912. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  me  ask  a  question  there 

The  Chairman.  Was  this  the  time 

Mr.  Mulhall  (interrupting).  If  that  is  June,  1912,  I  am  wrong, 
for  when  I  paid  McMichael  that  money  in  my  home  I  was  then 
in  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  wnen  I  put  somebody 
in  a  closet  to  hear  the  conversation. 

Senator  Reed.  Go  on,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

223.  The  same  letter  starts  out  by  saying 

Senator  Reed.  What  letter  are  they  referring  to  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  4376-4378. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  again: 

223.  The  same  letter  starts  out  by  saying : 

I  received  a  letter  from  J.  H.  McMichael,  dated  May  31,  which  I  suppose 
was  authorized  by  you. 

The  last  clause  in  the  letter  is : 

I  will  close  this  letter  to  you  by  saying  that  my  efforts  for  you  in  the  past 
deserve  better  treatment  than  for  you  to  allow  that  petty  grafter  in  your  office 
to  write  me  the  insulting  letter  that  he  did. 

Do  you  refer  to  Mr.  McMichael  as  the  "  petty  grafter,"  and  if  so, 
when  had  you  concluded  that  he  was  such  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wrote  that  letter  on  false  information  I  got  from 
Mr.  McDermott,  that  he  gave  to  Mr.  McMichael.  He  told  McMichael 
when  he  came  back  from  Chicago  that  he  got  no  money  through  my 
efforts  in  Chicago,  because  he  had  borrowed  $75  from  McMichael  to 
pay  my  expenses  to  Chicago,  and  he  did  not  want  to  pay  that  $75 
back. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

224.  When  had  the  friendly  relations  ceased  that  had  previously 
been  enjoyed  by  you  with  McMichael? 

Senator  Reed.  That  assumes  that  they  had  ceased,  and  it  does  not 
follow  from  such  an  expression  as  that  in  the  letter  that  they  had 
ceased. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  they  ceased  about  that  time,  because  I  had 
a  very  spirited  interview  at  Fritz  Renter's  on  another  meeting. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

225.  Has  McDermott  ever  paid  you  in  full  for  your  expenses  in 
that  campaign? 
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Mr.  Muliiall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question- 


Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  explain  that.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  that 
I  should  be  forced  along. 

The  Chairman.  Go  ahead. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  no  agreement  with  Mr.  McDermott  outside  of 
when  McDermott  wanted  me  to  go  into  that  district  he  made  me  an 
offer  of  50  per  cent  of  the  money  I  would  collect,  which  I  refused, 
wrhich  I  said  I  didn't  want;  that  I  only  wanted  my  expenses.  When 
I  collected  outside  of  that  check  about  $750,  and  I  found  out  he  had 
done  wrong,  then  I  wrote  that  letter  on  that,  because  he  told  me  to 
keep  that  check  for  my  expenses,  as  I  said;  and  then  instead  of  allow- 
ing me  to  keep  the  check  for  my  expenses,  before  the  check  came  into 
my  hands  there  was  a  duplicate  check 

The  Chairman.  You  have  answered  about  that. 

The  next  question  is: 

22P>.  You  are  at  present  very  unfriendly  to  him,  are  you  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  spoken  to  him  a  few  days  before  this  expose 
came  out. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  question  is,  Are  you  on  friendly  terms? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  not  had  a  meeting  with  the  gentleman  for 
the  past  few  weeks. 

The  Chairman.  No.  227  reads 

Mr.  McCarter.  Skip  that.    Go  down  to  239. 

The  Chairman.  239  is  as  follows: 

239.  In  letter  4158,  dated  March  28,  1911,  written  by  you  to  Bird, 
you  state: 

You  will  note  in  my  expense  account  for  this  week  that  I  have  not  made  any 
charge  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  or  any  money  I  expended  in  the  Mahool 
campaign. 

In  your  testimony  on  the  28th  inst.  you  told  Senator  Reed  that 
the  object  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  was  to  get  some  money 
from  you.  I  direct  your  attention  to  letter  4160,  from  you  to  Bird, 
dated  March  28,  19li,  in  which  you  say: 

As  I  wrote  you  last  week,  Mr.  McMichael  came  to  Baltimore  on  Thursday 
and  did  a  good  day's  work  among  the  Maryland  members.  *  *  *  I  had 
McMichael  interview  these  gentlemen  and  he  got  the  information  that  I  wished 
to  convey  to  Mr.  Talbott  before  a  meeting  that  was  to  be  held  In  Talbott's  office 
on  Friday  morning. 

In  view  of  this  statement,  were  you  not  wrong  in  the  testimony  to 
which  I  have  just  referred? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  understand  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  understand  it  myself.  I  can  not  get  it 
through  me  what  they  are  getting  at.  I  would  like  to  have  my  testi- 
mony read. 

Mr.  McCarter.  All  right. 

The  Chairman.  No.  4158  is  a  letter  dated  Washington,  D.  C, 
March  28,  1911,  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  will  read  this: 

239.  In  letter  4158,  dated  March  28,  1911,  written  by  you  to  Bird, 
vou  state: 

You  will  note  in  my  expenpe  account  for  this  week  tlwt  I  have  not  made 
any  charge  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  or  any  money  I  expended  In  the 
Mahool  campaign. 
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In  your  testimony  on  the  28th  inst.  you  told  Senator  Reed  that 
the  object  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  was  to  get  some  money 
from  you.  I  direct  your  attention  to  letter  4160,  from  you  to  Bird, 
dated  March  28,  1911,  in  which  you  say: 

As  I  wrote  you  last  week,  Mr.  McMichael  came  to  Baltimore  on  Thursday 
and  did  a  good  day's  work  among  the  Maryland  Members.  *  *  *  I  had 
McMichael  interview  these  gentlemen,  and  he  got  the  information  that  I 
wished  to  convey  to  Mr.  Talbott  before  a  meeting  that  was  to  be  held  in 
Talbott's  office  on  Friday  morning. 

In  view  of  this  statement,  were  you  not  wrong  in  the  testimony 
to  which  I  have  just  referred,  in  which  you  said  that  the  object  of 
Mr.  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  was  to  get  money? 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  a  minute.  Did  Mr.  McMichael  go  to.  Balti- 
more more  than  once? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  he  went  to  Baltimore  on  several  occasions. 

Senator  Walsh.  Are  you  quite  sure  the  two  visits  refer  to  the 
same  thing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Is  it  the  same  date  or  one  letter  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Letter  No.  4158. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  the  letter  and  look  at  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  trying  to  find  the  testimony. 

The  Chairman.  The  way  the  question  is  put,  it  is  confusing. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  the  record  before  me  now.  I  think  this  is  it. 
I  read  from  the  printed  record  at  page  3326 : 

Is  No.  4158  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

44  My  Dear  Mb.  Bird:  You  will  note  in  your  expense  account  for  this  week  that 
I  have  not  made  any  charge  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  or  any  money 
I  expended  in  the  Mahool  campaign.  Of  course,  this  work  is  necessary,  as  I 
explained  in  another  letter  to  you,  to  keep  the  good  will  of  our  Democratic 
friends  in  Maryland,  who,  I  am  sure,  have  done  splendid  work  for  us  in  the 
past. 

'•  If  you  think  I  had  ought  to  charge  it  up,  let  me  know  when  you  answer  this 
letter,  but  I  will  make  no  charge  until  you  pass  upon  It" 

Had  Mr.  McMichael  been  over  to  Baltimore? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Upon  what  business  did  he  go?  Did  he  go  to  help  in  the 
Mahool  campaign  or  the  campaign  that  was  on,  or  what  was  his  business? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  came  to  get  some  money. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  the  same  visit. 

The  Chairman.  Exactly.  In  view  of  this  statement,  were  you 
not  wrong? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  see  Mr.  Bird's  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Wait  until  I  read  on  and  get  this  all  together. 
[Continuing  reading  from  page  3326  of  testimony :] 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4159  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  read  this  portion  from  that  letter: 

"  I  got  an  order  to-day  for  50  of  them  to  he  bound  in  the  same  way  as 
those  you  find  inclosed  " 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say,  inasmuch  as  Senator  Nelson  has  been  careful  to 
make  inquiries  about  Mr.  McDermott's  money  matters,  that  I  gave  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael a  hundred  dollars,  and  his  report  shows  that  one-half  of  that  was  given 
to  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  that  at  the  time  that  Mr.  McMichael  went  over  to 
Baltimore — on  the  occasion  of  this  visit  that  is  referred  to  in  the  letter  No. 
4158 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Which  I  just  read  in  part,  you  gave  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael  $100? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  it  he  was  to  do  with  the  hundred  dollars? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  told  ine  he  would  give  half  of  it  to  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  something  about  the  fact  that  he  gave  half  of  it  to 
Mr.  McDermott  being  shown  in  his  account. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  he  gave  a  receipt  for  that  hundred  dollars.  If  I  am 
not  mistaken,  you  will  find  it  in  the  papers. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  may  come  across  It  later. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about  that.  As  I  understand  you, 
you  do  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  McDermott  getting  any  portion  of  this 
money  except  what  Mr.  McMichael  told  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  later  on  what  Mr.  McDermott  told  me  himself.  He 
told  me  he  sent  Mr.  McMichael  over,  and  Mr.  McMichael  got  loaded  up  and  did 
not  come  back,  and  had  spent  some  of  the  money  over  in  Baltimore  before 
he  got  hold  of  him.  So  Mr.  McDermott's  remarks  did  not  coincide  with  Mr. 
McMichael's.    He  claimed  he  only  got  $20  of  that  $100. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  view  of  this  statement,  were  you  not  wrong 
in  the  testimony  to  which  you  have  been  referred? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  What  statement,  Senator? 
Senator  Walsh.  You  say  in  the  letter  here : 

You  will  note  in  my  expense  account  for  this  week  that  I  have  not  made  any 
charge  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  or  any  money  I  expended  in  the 
Mahool  campaign.  Of  course,  this  work  is  necessary,  as  I  explained  in  another 
letter  to  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  make  any  charge  for  Mr.  McMichael's 
transportation,  nor  I  did  not  charge  up  for  any  moneys  that  I 
gave 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  see  if  you  can  understand  the  question  as 
I  read  it  to  you  again.  Just  listen,  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  perhaps  you 
will  understand. 

In  letter  4158,  dated  on  March  28,  1911,  written  by  you  to  Bird, 
you  state: 

You  will  note  in  my  expense  account  for  this  week  that  I  have  not  made  any 
charge  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  or  any  money  I  spent  in  the  Mahool 
campaign. 

You  are  not  listening  to  the  question. 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  beg  your  pardon. 
The  Chairman.  I  read  the  question  again : 

239.  In  letter  4158,  dated  March  28,  1911,  written  by  you  to  Bird, 
you  state: 

You  will  note  in  my  expense  account  for  this  week  that  I  have  not  made  any 
charge  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore, or  any  money  I  expended  in  the  Mahool 
campaign. 

In  your  testimony  on  the  28th  inst.  you  told  Senator  Reed  that 
the  object  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  was  to  get  some  money 
from  you.  I  direct  your  attention  to  letter  4160  from  you  to  Bira, 
dated  March  28,  19li,  in  which  you  say: 

As  I  wrote  you  last  week,  Mr.  McMichael  dime  to  Baltimore  on  Thursday 
and  did  a  good  day's  work  among  the  Maryland  members  *  *  •.  I  had 
McMichael  interview  these  gentlemen  and  he  got  the  information  that  I 
wished  to  convey  to  Mr.  Talbott  before  a  meeting  that  was  to  be  held  in  Tal- 
bott's  office  on  Friday  morning. 

Now,  the  question  is,  in  view  of  this  statement,  were  you  not  wrong 
in  the  testimony  to  which  I  have  just  referred? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  I  think  I  was  right. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  told  Senator  Reed  that  McMichael  came 
over  there  simply  for  the  purpose  of  getting  some  money  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  In  your  letter  of  March  28  you  say : 

As  I  wrote  you  last  week,  Mr.  McMichael  came  to  Baltimore  on  Thursday 
and  did  a  good  day's  work  among  the  Maryland  members. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  right,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  could  the  two  things  be  true  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  the  same  date,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Exactly  the  same  date.  You  wrote  under  date 
of 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  two  letters.  There  is  the  second  [hand- 
ing witness  letter]. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  there  were  two  letters 

Senator  Walsh.  Excuse  me. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  difference  does  it  make? 

Senator  Walsh.  All  right ;  let  it  go. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  says  that  McMichael  came  over  there  to  get 
money,  and  at  the  same  time  did  work.  I  do  not  see  any  incon- 
sistency in  those  two  statements. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  letters  explain  themselves,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Question  No.  240  reads  as  follows : 

240.  In  letter  4177,  dated  April  6,  1911,  sent  by  you  to  Bird,  at 
the  end  of  the  first  paragraph  you  say : 

I  am  positive  I  could  help  our  organization  in  the  field  at  the  present  time 
more  than  I  could  in  Washington,  for  in  addition  to  the  requests  made  by  some 
of  our  New  York  friends,  both  Massachusetts  Senators  are  anxious  to  have  me 
do  work  in  that  State. 

Was  that  true? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  could  remember  at  that  time;  yes, 
sir.  I  might  have  got  that  statement  though  not  from  the  Massa- 
chusetts Senators;  I  might  have  got  it  from  others,  because,  as  I 
said,  I  took  orders  from  others,  as  I  did  from  the  officers  of  the 
organization. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  you  answer  that  you  did  not  mean  to  have 
it  understood  that  that  request  came  directly  from  them? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  it  did  not  come  direct  from  the  Massa- 
chusetts Senators. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

Senator  Lodge  was  one  of  the  Massachusetts  Senators.  Did  he 
join  in  that  request  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Question  242  is  as  follows : 

242.  In  letter  4264,  written  by  you  to  Mr.  Bird,  July  7,  1911,  you 
say: 

The  room  which  we  have  been  using  is  on  the  lowest  floor  of  the  Capitol 
Building,  fronting  on  Pennsylvania  Avenue.  It  is  a  room  which  was  formerly 
used  here  by  a  very  prominent  Congressman  as  a  secret  conference  room,  and 
it  was  turned  over  to  his  secretary  after  he  went  to  the  Sen.ite  side,  and  through 
the  Influence  of  his  congressional  friends  and  the  above-named  secretary.  I  was 
told  that  I  could  use  the  room  whenever  I  wished  to  hold  secret  conferences 
with  friends,  etc. 
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To  whom  did  you  there  refer  as  the  prominent  Congressman  who 
went  to  the  Senate  side,  and  who  was  his  secretary  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  will  let  Mr.  McDermott  explain  that.  I 
explained  all  along  that  I  got  that  room  from  Mr.  McDermott. 

The  Chairman.  To  whom  did  you  refer? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  mind  is  not  clear  on  that  subject,  as  I  said.  I 
got  that  room  from  Mr.  McDermott,. and  he  might  have  told,  me  to 
who  the  room  formerly  belonged. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  now  to  whom  you  referred  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  altogether  clear  on  that  subject,  but  I 
know  I  used  the  room. 

The  Chairman.  The  last  part  of  question  242  is: 

This  is  the  same  room,  is  it  not,  that  you  testified  on  the  28th  had 
been  turned  over  to  you  by  Congressman  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Now,  I  would  like  to  ask  him  again,  referring  to 
that  portion  of  the  letter,  who  that  prominent  Congressman  and  his 
secretary  were? 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  that  prominent  Congressman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject.  I  might  have  got 
that  information  from  Mr.  McDermott. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  who  the  secretary  was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  might  have  been  20  there.  That  room  has 
been  occupied  in  this  building  for  years. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  the  name? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  want,  unless  I  am  sure,  and  I  am  not — 
unless  I  am  sure  and  clear,  I  am  not  going  to  testify  to  my  best 
memory  on  that  subject  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  have  no  recollection  that  is  clear  enough 
to  warrant  you  giving  any  names? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  there  was  a  good  deal  of  conversation  back 
and  forth  about  the  advisability  of  taking  that  room  by  the  officers 
of  the  organization,  as  well  as  Mr.  McDermott,  and  maybe  I  was 
explaining  what  the  room  was  formerlv  used  for. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  he  ever,  in  writing,  state  to  the  association 
or  any  of  its  officers  that  Mr.  McDermott  had  turned  that  room  over 
to  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  state  to  the  organization,  or  any  of 
its  officers,  in  writing,  that  McDermott  turned  that  over  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Can  he  produce  the  letters? 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  produce  the  letters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  letters  are  on  file  here,  with  a  full  explana- 
tion. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Does  he  refer  to  letters  that  have  already  been 
produced  ? 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  refer  to  letters  that  have  already  been 
produced  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  question  243,  as  follows : 

243.  You  have  stated,  both  orally  on  the  stand  and  in  your  letters, 
that  your  principal  object  in  securing  this  room  in  the  Capitol  was 
in  order  that  you,  McDermott,  and  McMichael  might  there  enjoy 
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secret  conferences,  so  that  you  would  not  attract  attention  by  being 
seen  in  their  company.    Is  that  true? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  not  constantly  seen  in  their  company 
at  Fritz  Reuter's  hotel? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  not  testify  on  the  28th  inst.  that  you 
saw  them  there  as  frequently  as  three  times  a  week  and  frequently 
paid  them  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  paid  them  money;  no,  sir.  I  said  I  loaned 
money  to  Mr.  McDermott.  I  paid  to  Mr.  McMichael,  as  near  as  I 
could  remember,  about  the  first  of  each  month. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  frequently  at  the  hotel  with  them? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Question  No.  244  is  as  follows: 

244.  When  did  you  begin  to  use  the  room  in  the  Capitol  to  which  * 
you  have  referred?     When  did  vou  cease  to  use  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  correspondence  will  clearly  show  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  without  referring  to  your  corre- 
spondence ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  see  the  dates.  I  want  to  be  right 
accurate  on  dates.    I  made  a  long  report  on  this  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  one  here  of  July  7,  1911,  which  reads: 

After  advising  with  several  friends  about  our  work  in  Washington  here,  they 
thought  it  would  be  more  advisable  and  that  we  would  be  able  to  do  better  work 
by  having  some  secret  place  where  we  could  meet  in  the  Capitol. 

Was  that  about  the  time  you  wrote  that  letter  that  you  secured 
this  room! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  cease  to  use  it! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  not  actively  using  it  after  the  24th  of  October, 
1911.  I  mean  I  did  not  visit  it  often,  for  more  than  three  or  four 
visits,  from  that  date  to  the  first  of  1912. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

245.  What  stenographer  or  stenographers  did  you  use  there? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  A  Miss  Wilson — or  Mason,  rather. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  more  than  the  one  stenographer  ever 
taken  there,  to  your  knowledge? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge.  There  was  only 
one  taken  there.  She  came  there  for  an  hour  each  morning  and  took 
shorthand,  and  then  would  leave  the  room  and  work  somewhere  else. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  her  first  name,  and  where  is  she? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Her  receipts  will  show  that.  She  later  got 
married.  There  was  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  concerning  that 
matter. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  where  she  is? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  last  I  heard  of  her  she  was  in  the  Agricultural 
Department  here. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  passage  occurs  in  No.  4264 : 

I  am  petting  my  work  done  at  the  office  of  Mrs.  Ada  M.  Buxton,  1303  N 
Street  NW.,  where  Miss  Mason  has  temporarily  secured  a  position. 

Senator  Eeed.  Her  name  is  in  a  previous  letter,  because  they 
wrote  a  lot  of  letters  scolding  him  for  having  had  the  temerity  to 
employ  a  stenographer 
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The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

246.  Who  brought  the  typewriting  machine  to  that  office  which 
you  say  was  used  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McMichael  brought  the  material  there,  and 
a  typewriting  machine,  I  believe,  at  one  time,  and  after  I  consulted 
with  Mr.  Emery  on  that  subject.  As  I  said,  all  Miss  Mason  did  was 
to  come  and  take  my  letters  down  there,  and  then  send  them  out 
from  Mrs.  Buxton's  office. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

247.  To  whom  did  the  typewriter  belong? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  belonged  to  the  Government,  as  I  understood  it 
The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is: 

248.  When  was  it  returned? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  but  what  it  is  still  in  that  room,  for 
all  I  know. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

249.  Who  purchased  the  typewriting  supplies  used  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  brought  into  the  room  by  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  question  is : 

250.  In  what  statement  of  yours  do  they  appear? 

[To  Mr.  McCarter:]  He  says  McMichael  brought  the  supplies 
there.     Do  you  want  question  250  asked? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  Mrs.  Buxton,  the  other  stenographer,  ever 
come  to  the  room  ? 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mrs.  Buxton  ever  come  to  that  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  her  office  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  had  any  dealings  with  Mrs.  Buxton;  I 
never  went  to  her  office.  I  want  to  say,  though,  I  had  dealings  with 
Miss  Mason  for  about  two  years.  She  used  to  be  in  Miss  Gould's 
office. 

The  Chairman.  You  speak  of  Mrs.  Buxton  there  and  her  address. 
Is  that  an  office  in  this  town  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know,  sir.  As  I  said,  I  never  visited  Mrs. 
Buxton  and  never  wTent  to  that  place  at  the  address  given.  Miss 
Mason  said  that  after  hours  she  went  there  and  did  this  work.  So 
she  must  have  had  ^n  office  room  there.  I  believe  I  was  given  to 
understand  that  it  was  an  office.  My  mind  is  not  clear  on  the 
subject. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  a  bill,  No.  4274,  from  Mrs.  Buxton.  Did 
Mrs.  Buxton  sign  her  bills  "A.  M.  Buxton  "? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  This  does  not  give  the  location,  but  states : 

M.  M.  Mulhall  to  A.  M.  Buxton,  Dr. 

Then  follows  the  bill. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  very  easy  matter  to  get  Miss  Mason  here  if 
you  want  her. 

Mr.  McCarter.  There  are  several  charges  in  the  accounts  rendered 
and  paid  Mrs.  Buxton  for  typewriting  services.  Does  the  witness 
mean  he  never  saw  Mrs.  Buxton;  and  if  so,  what  do  the  charges 
mean  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  charges  mean  that  Miss  Mason  done  the  work, 
*-J  "r  — 1J  %liss  Mason  for  the  work. 
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Senator  Reed.  You  mean  by  that,  do  you  not,  that  Miss  Mason 
did  the  work,  the  bill  was  rendered  by  Mrs.  Buxton,  and  you  sent 
these  bills  in,  or  yourself  paid  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.    As  the  bills  came  to  me  I  paid  then*. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  Miss  Mason  working  for  Mrs.  Buxton  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  understood,  Senator,  yes;  because  the  letter 
states  she  secured  a  temporary  place  there  after  leaving  Mrs.  Gould. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  all  payments  for  work  by  Miss  Mason  you 
paid  to  Mrs.  Buxton? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  all  work  done  by  Mrs.  Buxton's  office,  I  paid 
Miss  Mason. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  I  thought  these  receipts  ran  to  Mrs.  Buxton. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  She  brought  the  receipts,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  also  a  payment  to  Miss  Mason  shown  in 
the  receipts. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  desire  to  put  this  question : 

On  page  96  of  book  15  of  the  notes  of  evidence  it  appears  that 
the  witness  said,  in  reply  to  the  question  of  Senator  Walsh,  "  What 
was  Mr.  McDermott's  story  ?  "  as  follows : 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  said  the  leaders  of  the  House  would  not  allow  it  to  come 
up;  that  he  had  consulted  with  Speaker  Clark  and  Mr.  Mann,  and  those  people 
would  not  let  it  come  up. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  lay  the  matter  before  Mr.  Gompers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  an  hour's  interview  with  Mr.  Gompers  at  Dr.  Nevins's 
residence  in  Washington,  or  over  an  hour,  about  that  period  of  time. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  to  sell  them  or  give  them  to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  offered  to  give  them  to  him. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  offer  to  sell  them  to  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.    I  set  no  price  on  them. 

In  the  letter  dated  July  22, 1912,  identified  by  the  witness  yesterday 
as  having  been  written  by  him,  he  states : 

Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  Wilson  made  arrangements  in  the  early  part  of 
February  to  have  Mr.  Gompers  and  myself  come  together  and  talk  matters  over, 
and  to  oblige  Mr.  McDermott  I  met  Mr.  Gompers  at  Dr.  Nevins's  home  in  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  in  that  month  and  had  an  hour's  interview  with  him  concerning 
the  workings  of  the  two  organizations.  About  a  week  later  I  had  another  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Gompers.  through  Mr.  McDermott,  at  the  office  of  Ralston,  Sid- 
dons  &  Richnrdson,  attorneys  at  law,  in  Washington,  D.  C.  and  I  learned  at 
this  interview  what  those  gentlemen  were  after,  and  that  was  they  were  very 
anxious  to  secure  the  letters  and  documents  that  I  had  after  leaving  your 
organization.  I  gave  no  consideration  to  any  of  the  proi>ositionH  those  gentlemen 
made  to  me. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Is  this  a  question,  Senator? 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  McCarter  is  reading  what  you  said,  and  then 
will  ask  you  the  question. 

Mr.  McCarter  (continuing  reading) : 

I  gave  no  consideration  to  any  of  the  propositions  these  gentlemen  made  to 
me  at  those  meetings,  and  about  a  week  later  Mr.  J.  H.  Ralston,  Mr.  Gompers's 
personal  attorney,  come  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  phoned  to  me  from  Judge 
Niles's  office,  a  prominent  member  of  the  bench  in  this  city,  that  he  and  Judge 
Niles  were  coming  out  to  my  home,  and  he  was  bringing  Judge  Niles  for  the 
purpose  of  pledging  to  me  that  any  promise  they  made  would  be  made  good, 
providing  I  would  give  them  certain  information  I  had  concerning  the  workings 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  also  allow  them  to  examine 
the  letters  I  had  in  my  possession  covering  the  period  of  the  last  10  years.  I 
phoned  back  to  Mr.  Ralston  that  he  need  not  bring  Judge  Niles  or  anybody  else 
upon  a  mission  of  this  kind,  and  although  I  needed  work  and  employment  very 
much  at  the  time,  I  informed  Mr.  Ralston  that  I  still  believed  I  had  numerous 
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friends  in  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  who  had  faith  enough 
in  me  to  trust  me  in  the  past,  and  that  I  was  going  to  continue  to  deserve  that 
trust  in  the  future,  and  I  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  any  proposition  made 
to  me  by  those  gentlemen. 

I  make  this  statement  concerning  my  meetings  with  Mr.  Gompers  and  his 
friends  to  show  you  that  I  did  not  sneak  around,  nor  could  I  be  tempted  to 
sell  out  friends  who  had  trusted  me,  and  I  informed  Mr.  Bird  of  those  inter- 
views about  the  time  they  took  place,  at  his  New  York  office. 

The  question  is,  Which  of  those  statements  is  true  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  they  are  in  conflict. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  an  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion. 

Senator  Reed.  I  make  the  further  objection  that  the  understand- 
ing was  that  these  gentlemen  were  to  be  given  two  hours  in  which 
these  questions  should  be  read  and  any  questions  relating  to  the 
questions  could  be  asked.  I  do  not  think  this  question  is  a  proper 
one,  because  I  do  not  think  the  two  items  are  necessarily  in  conflict 
at  all. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Senator,  if  you  will  pardon  me,  if  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  answer  the  objection,  the  one  statement  from  the  evidence 
is  that  he  saw  Gompers  and  offered  to  give  Gompers  the  papers,  and 
Mr.  Gompers  refused  to  take  them. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  is  nothing  of  the  kind;  I  have  not  stated 
that.  But  I  would  like  to  have  him  read  my  testimony  before  he 
makes  that  statement  to  the  press. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  object  to  the  witness  interrupting  counsel 
when  he  wants  to  make  a  statement. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  is  making  a  statement,  as  I  stated  to  you,  for 
the  public  press  and  not  for  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  do  I  have  to  call  you  down  again? 
This  is  the  last  time  I  am  going  to  do  it.  Do  you  understand?  This 
gentleman  has  a  right  to  be  heard  here.  Then  you  can  be  heard,  and 
you  can  have  your  letters  read;  and  the  committee  will  treat  you 
courteously  and  fairly.  Do  not  break  out  again  when  counsel  is 
making  a  statement. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator,  may  I  say  a  word,  then? 

The  Chairman.  Do  not  say  anything  now.  We  will  give  you 
in  this  matter  all  the  protection  we  can  that  is  proper. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  McCarter,  can  you  not  repeat  the  substance 
of  the  question?    I  think  it  would  shorten  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  read  those  two  paragraphs  only  in  order  to  be 
sure  you  should  see  the  inconsistency  of  Uiem. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  believe  the  question  is  a  fair  one.  You 
put  your  construction  upon  the  two  paragraphs  and  say  they  are  in- 
consistent. From  your  standpoint  that  may  be  true.  Senator  Reed 
has  put  his  construction  upon  them  and  sees  nothing  inconsistent  in 
them.  You  can  ask  the  witness  whether  any  particular  statement 
that  he  makes  or  has  made  is  true,  but  I  do  not  believe  you  can  ask 
the  witness  to  compare  these  two  statements  which  he  has  made  and 
then  announce  his  conclusion  as  to  which  is  true.  I  am  sure  you  will 
see  that  is  not  within  the  limits  of  cross-examination. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Senator  Cummins,  in  reply  to  your  suggestion, 

Sermit  me  to  suggest  this :  Suppose  a  trial  was  proceeding  and  Tom 
ones  was  on  the  witness  stand,  he  being  either  the  defendant  himself 
or  an  important  witness,  and  he  made  quite  an  important  statement 
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concerning  a  given  issue,  that  black  is  black,  and  a  little  later  on  he 
seemed  to  make  the  statement  that  black  is  white.  I  should  suppose 
counsel  cross-examining  him  would  be  allowed  to  say,  "Mr.  Jones, 
you  said  yesterday  black  was  black;  to-day  you  say  it  is  white. 
Which  is  true? 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  parallel  case  at  all. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  it  is,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I  think  I  can  con- 
vince Senator  Reed  he  is  mistaken  and  I  am  right. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  very  likely  to  be  mistaken.  I  make  mistakes 
right  along. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  all  do;  and  I  am  only  suggesting,  Senator 
Reed,  that  I  can  convince  you,  I  believe. 

Senator  Cummins.  Suppose  the  witness  should  say  the  statements 
were  both  true ;  what  then  ?  That  would  simply  show  that  from  his 
standpoint  he  did  not  find  any  inconsistency  in  them. 

Mr.  McCarter.  If  anyone  should  go  to  Senator  Cummins  and  say. 
"I  have  valuable  information  which  I  want  to  give  to  you,"  ana 
Senator  Cummins  should  say,  "  I  do  not  want  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  it,"  and  another  time  that  person  should  write  to  you  and  say, 
"  Senator  Cummins  called  on  me  and  offered  to  pay  me  for  that  in- 
formation and  I  refused  to  do  anything  about  it,"  I  should  think 
that  would  be  an  inconsistency. 

Senator  Reed.  But  there  is  here  no  offer  of  payment  suggested  in 
either  place. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  I  can  point  that  out  to  you. 

Senator  Cummins.  When  we  are  weighing  that  testimony,  if  there 
are  inconsistencies  in  it  we  are  quite  capable  of  coming  to  a  conclu- 
sion that  both  statements  are  untrue. 

Senator  Reed.  The  testimony  containing  the  statement  is  this: 

Did  you  lay  the  matter  before  Mr.  Gompers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  an  hour's  interview  with  Mr.  Gompers  at  Dr.  Nevins's 
residence  in  Washington,  or  over  an  hour;  about  that  period  of  time. 
Did  you  offer  to  sell  them  or  give  them  to  him? 
I  offered  to  give  them  to  him. 
You  did  not  offer  to  sell  them  to  him? 
No,  sir ;  I  did  not.    I  set  no  price  on  them. 

The  letter  states,  getting  down  to  this  point : 

Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  Wilson  made  arrangements  in  February  to  have 
Mr.  Gompers  and  myself  come  together — 

There  is  no  conflict  there — 

and  talk  matters  over,  and  to  oblige  Mr.  McDermott  I  met  Mr.  Gompers  at 
Dr.  Nevin's  home  in  Washington,  D.  C,  in  that  month  and  had  an  hour's 
Interview  with  him  concerning  the  workings  of  the  two  organizations. 

There  is  no  conflict  there. 
Mr.  McCarter.  No.  sir. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

Abont  a  week  later  I  had  another  interview  with  Mr.  Gompers,  through 
Mr.  McDermott — 

That  is  another  interview  entirely,  you  see. 

About  a  week  later  I  had  another  interview  with  Mr.  Gompers  through  Mr. 

McDermott  at  the  office  of  Ralston,  Siddons  &  Richardson- 
He  is  talking  about  a  different  conversation — 

attorneys  at  law  in  Washington,  D.  C,  and  I  learned  at  this—  
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To  wit,  the  second  and  different — 

interview  what  those  gentlemen  were  after,  and  that  was  they  were  anxious 
to  secure  the  letters  and  documents  that  I  had  after  leaving  your  organization. 
I  gave  no  consideration  to  any  of  the  propositions  these  gentlemen  made  to  me 
at  these  meetings,  and  about  a  week  later  Mr.  J.  H.  Ralston,  Mr.  Gompers's 
personal  attorney,  came  to  Baltimore  and  phoned  to  me  from  Judge  Niles's 
office — 

This  is  all  subsequent  to  the  time  he  testified  about. 
Mr.  McCarter.  Go  on  and  read  it,  Senator. 
Senator  Reed.  Yes ;  I  am  going  to  do  so. 

a  prominent  member  of  the  bench  of  this  city,  that  he  and  Judge  Niles  were 
coming  out  to  my  home,  and  he  was  bringing  Judge  Niles  for  the  purpose  of 
pledging  to  me  that  any  promise  they  made  would  be  made  good — 

That  does  not  necessarily  imply  money  at  all,  but  anyway  it  is  a 
subsequent  thing,  and  is  now  the  third  conversation  instead  of  the 
first  one — 

providing  I  would  give  them  -certain  information  I  had  concerning  the  work- 
ings of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  also  allow  them  to 
examine  the  letters  I  had  in  my  possession  covering  the  period  of  the  last  ten 
years. 

There  are  two  propositions,  one  to  give  them  information  and  the 
other  to  let  them  see  the  letters,  and  at  a  third  conversation. 

I  phoned  back  to  Mr.  Ralston  that  he  need  not  bring  Judge  Niles  or  any- 
body else  upon  a  mission  of  this  kind,  and  although  I  needed  work  and  em- 
ployment very  much.  I  had  informed  Mr.  Ralston  that  I  still  believed  I  had 
numerous  friends  in  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  who  had  faith 
enough  in  me  to  trust  me  in  the  past  and  that  I  was  going  to  continue  to  de- 
serve that  trust  in  the  future,  and  I  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  any  proposi 
tion  made  to  me  by  those  gentlemen. 

That  is  entirely  consistent. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  one  case,  Senator  Eeed,  he  states  that  he 
offered  these  papers  to  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  in  this  case  he  says  he  refused  to  let  them 
see  them. 

Senator  Reed.  But  the  difference  is  this:  I  want  to  just  get  this 
idea  before  you.  He  testified  to  a  certain  conversation  with  Mr. 
Gompers,  at  which  time  he  says  he  offered  Mr.  Gompers  the  letters. 
They  were  not  accepted  at  that  time.  When  it  comes  to  the  letter 
he  refers  to  that  conversation,  and  it  is  all  consistent  with  it.  He 
then  says  they  had  a  subsequent  conversation  at  Ralston's  office* 
Then  subsequently  Ralston  came  to  him  down  there,  and  at  that  time 
he  refused  to  give  them  the  letters. 

Mr.  McCartek.  But  you  have  not  read  the  most  important  part. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  on. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  ought  not  to  be  called  on  at  this  time  to 
decide  whether  there  is  any  inconsistency  between  these  statements 
or  not.    That  is  our  office,  at  a  later  time. 

Senator  Reed.  I  agree  with  that. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  Mr.  McCarter  has  a  right  to  cross- 
examine  this  witness  upon  what  happened  at  the  interview  with 
Mr.  Gompers  which  is  said  to  have  occurred.  He  has  a  perfect 
rjfli|^^gross-examine  him  upon  the  letters  that  he  afterwards 

sgard  to  what  happened  in  Baltimore.    My  only  propo- 
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sition  is  that  it  is  not  proper  cross-examination  to  recite  these  two 
instances  and  then  ask  the  witness  which  of  them  is  true. 

Mr.  McCarter.  If  you  desire  only  to  save  time  I  will  proceed. 

The  Chairman.  Suppose  you  frame  your  question  differently. 

Mr.  McCarter.  All  right,  Mr.  Chairman. 

In  the  interview  referred  to  in  the  letter  in  file  M,  to  which  refer- 
ence has  just  been  made,  what  was  it  that  Judge  Niles  was  going  to 
pledge  that  any  promise  the  labor  people  made  would  be  made  good  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  see  Judge  Niles,  and  I  do  not  know  what 
Judge  Niles  was  going  to  promise.  I  never  met  the  gentleman  in 
my  life;  only  I  have  heard  of  him  as  a  judge  on  the  bench  in  Balti- 
more— a  very  honorable  man. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  did  Mr.  Ralston  say  to  you  that  Judge  Niles 
would  pledge  would  be  performed  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  I  understood  from  Mr.  Ralston  was  that  he 
wanted  to  see  the  letters.  He  didn't  want  to  buy  them  or  he  didn't 
want  to 

Senator  Walsh.  The  question  was,  What  did  Ralston  say  over  the 
telephone  that  he  was  going  to  pledge  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  no  pledge  that  Mr.  Ralston  made.  He 
simply  wanted  to  know  if  I  did  have  anything,  and  then  I  suppose  he 
thought  that  we  would  maybe  talk  later.  I  had  no  proposition  of 
any  buy  or  sell  from  Mr.  Ralston  or  from  Mr.  Gompers. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  then  ask  you  why  you  wrote,  as  you  admit  you 
did  write,  the  following : 

I  save  no  consideration  to  any  of  the  propositions  these  gentlemen  made  to 
me  at  these  meetings,  and  about  a  week  later  Mr.  J.  II.  Ralston,  Mr.  Gompers's 
personal  attorney,  came  to  Baltimore  and  phoned  to  me  from  Judge  Niles*  s 
office,  a  prominent  member  of  the  beuch  iii  this  city,  that  he  and  Judge  Niles 
were  coming  out  to  my  home  and  he  was  bringing  Judge  Niles  for  the  purpose 
of  pledging  to  me  that  any  promise  they  made  would  be  made  good,  providing  I 
would  give  them  certain  information  I  had  concerning  the  workings  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  also  to  examine  the  letters  I  had 
in  my  i>ossession  covering  the  period  of  the  last  10  years. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  that  calls  for  any  answer. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  answer  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  will  ask  a  question  about  that.  Is  that  state- 
ment true  that  has  just  been  read  from  your  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  answer  just  in  that  way,  Senator.  I  was 
comparing  my  treatment  of  them  to  the  dirty,  contemptible  treatment 
given  me  at  that  time 

Senator  Walsh.  Hold  on,  there.     I  object  to  that. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  told  you  about  that  kind  of  talk.  You  must 
not  indulge  in  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  comparing  the  treatment  they  were  giving 
me  to  the  treatment  I  was  giving  them  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  statement  in  the  letter  that  has  been 
quoted  true? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  could  say  so ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  answers  it. 

The  Chairman.  Do  not  let  us  have  any  more  talk  about  men,  in 
that  way.  Answer  the  questions  yes  or  no,  if  you  can,  and  then 
explain. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you,  prior  to  that  time,  offer  these  papers  to 
Mr.  Gompers? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  (tampers  wanted- 


Kenutor  Nkijson.  Answer  the  question.  Did  you,  prior  to  that 
time,  otter  these  papers  to  Mr.  Gompers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  answer  that  question,  because  Mr.  Gom- 
pers wanted  to  see  the  letters.  I  said  that  is  what  Mr.  Ralston 
wanted. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  offer  them? 

Mr.  Mn.iiAi.L.  I  offered  to  let  Mr.  Gompers  see  them;  yes. 

Mr.  McCaktkk.  Did  you  understand  from  the  telephone  conversa- 
tion referred  to  in  the  letter  that  some  consideration  was  to  be  paid 
you  for  the  purposes  suggested,  and  that  Judge  Niles  was  to  make 
good  the  pledge  of  that  consideration? 

Mr.  Mil. hall.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  proper  question,  Senator. 
They  are  trying  to  put  something  into  my  head 

The  Chairman.  They  read  from  the  letter,  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  if 
you  do  not  understand,  I  will  have  it  read  again.  .You  may  answer 
the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  T  have  answered  it  as  Senator  Nelson  asked  me  to 
answer  it     was  that  correct  at  that  time,  and  I  said  yes. 

Senator  Wai^ii.  That  is  not  the  question  now  put  to  you.  He  is 
asking  you  if  you  understood  from  Mr.  Ralston's  talk  to  you  over 
the  telephone  that  they  were  prepared  to  offer  you  some  money  for 
these  letters,  and  whether  Judge  Niles  was  to  assure  you  that  what-, 
ever  money  they  did  offer  or  whatever  consideration  they  did  offer 
would  he  made  good? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  I  did  not  understand  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  McCaktek.  Why  did  you  in  the  same  letter  state  as  follows: 

I  inako  this  statement  concerning  my  meetings  with  Mr.  Gompers  and  his 
friends  to  show  yon  Unit  I  did  not  sneak  around  nor  could  I  be  temp  fed  to 
sell  out  friends  who  had  trusted  me. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  easily  answer  that — that  I  was  not  going 
to  work  with  the  enemies  of  the  organization,  and  they  were  selling 
me  out. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  quite  get  that.  You  state  in  the 
letter  that  Ralston  telephoned  you  that  Judge  Niles  was  ready  lo 
guarantee  any  promise  or  pledge  that  was  made  to  you  or  was  to  be 
made  to  you  for  those  letters  or  for  the  delivery  of  those  letters. 
What  did  you  understand  was  the  promise  or  the  pledge  that  »vas 
to  he  guaranteed  by  Judge  Niles? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  tell  before  they  saw  the  letters.  They 
were  not  buying  something  they  had  not  seen. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  was  your  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  I  was  not  selling  them  out  as  they  were 
selling  me.    That  is  what  I  mean  by  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  you  said  that  Ralston  telephoned  von 
that  Judge  Niles  was  there  and  they  were  ready  to  come  together  to 
your  house  to  assure  you  that  whatever  promise  was  made,  in  order 
to  get  the  letters  or  the  information,  would  be  carried  out.  What 
was  the  promise? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  didn't  have  no  interview  with  the  gentleman,  only 
a  short,  brief  interview  over  the  phone  with  Mr.  Ralston,  and  I  didn  t 
know  what  their  promise,  or  their  intentions  even,  was  at  that  time, 
any  further  than  I  had  written  about. 
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Senator  Cummins.  What  you  really  say  now  is,  that  they  never 
made  you  any  promise  of  any  kind  and  never  offered  you  any  con- 
sideration of  any  kind? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  they  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  ask  a  question  on  that,  if  I  am  not  trespass- 
ing on  the  time.     If  I  am,  I  will  ask  it  hereafter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  all  right,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  first  went  down  to  see  Gompers  and  had 
your  first  talk  with  him,  did  you  have  the  letters  with  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Just  keep  in  mind  what  I  am  asking  you.  At  that 
time,  I  take  it,  you  did  tell  Mr.  Gompers  that  you  had  some  letters 
and  that  you  would  turn  them  over  if  they  desired  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  principal  part  of  that  interview  with  Mr.  Gom- 
pers— there  wasn't  no  letters  hardly  mentioned.  I  did  say  I  had  ex- 
tensive correspondence  with  these  association  people,  and  I  believe 
that  Mr.  Gompers — that  is  what  Mr.  Gompers 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  talked  with  Mr.  Gompers  about  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  About  the  workings  of  the  two  organizations. 

Senator  Reed.  About  the  manufacturers'  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Their  system  in  the  field. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  him  the  kind  of  fight  the  manufac- 
turers' association  had  been  making  on  union  labor?  Did  you  refer 
to  that  matter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  him  at  that  time  that  you  could  give 
him  some  information  about  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  that  would  be  the  trend  of  the  conversation. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  the  trend  of  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  did  not  show  him  any  letters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  no  letters  to  show  him  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  have  them  with  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  them  at  home? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  us  go  now  to  the  next  conversation.  That  con- 
versation led  to  your  being  called  or  to  your  going  to  the  office  of 
Ralston  and  others — I  don  t  remember  the  rest  of  the  firm — here  in 
Washington  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  had  a  further  talk  at  that  time  with  the 
attorneys? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir ;  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Gompers. 

Senator  Reed.  In  the  first  talk  you  had  with  Gompers,  was  any 
money,  or  any  kind  of  consideration  running  to  you,  mentioned  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  came  over  and  talked  to  Mr.  Ralston 
and  his  partners — when  Mr.  Gompers  was  present — did  you  have 
the  letters  with  you  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time  did  you  tell  them  you  did  have  the 
letters  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time  was  there  any  proposition  made  on 
jTour  part  to  sell  those  letters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  any  proposition  of  any  kind  made  of 
any  consideration  that  you  were  to  receive  for  the  letters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  any  offer  made  from  either  Gompers 
or  Ralston  that  they  would  pay  you  anything,  either  in  money  or  in 
favors,  for  the  letters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  it,  then,  that  you  talked  about  at  this 
time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  We  talked  about  the  correspondence  I  had,  my 
work  in  general  with  the  organization,  comparing  notes  about  the 
Washington  work  and  about  the  field  work,  and  I  believe  I  was  given 
to  understand  they  would  like  to  see  the  correspondence  ana  see 
what  it  consisted  of. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  about  all  that  occurred? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  about  all  that  occurred. 

Senator  Reed.  A  few  days  after  that  you  were  telephoned  to,  if 
I  understand  right,  by  Mr.  Ralston  in  Baltimore? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Ralston  requests  that  we  ask  a  certain  ques- 
tion. 

Senator  Reed.  After  I  finish  this  line  of  questions,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  it  ought  to  come  here.    The  question  is: 

Was  not  the  phone  interview  with  Mr.  Wolf  and  not  Mr.  Ralston? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  about  that,  but  as  near  as  I  can  re- 
member it  was  Mr.  Ralston. 

Senator  Reed.  You  got  a  telephone  from  somebody  in  Baltimore 
some  days  or  some  time  after  the  interview  in  the  lawyers'  office  here 
in  Washington,  did  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  a  statement  made  in  that  interview  that 
Mr.  Ralston  was  coming  down  and  was  going  to  bring  Judge  Niles 
with  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  made  over  the  phone. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  the  statement  made  in  that  phone  message  that 
Judge  Niles  was  coming  down  to  assure  you  that  any  promise  made 
you  would  be  carried  into  effect? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  at  that  time  know  of  any  promise,  or  know 
what  they  meant  by  any  promise,  further  than  would  be  ijnplied  by 
the  statement  that  this  man  was  going  to  vouch  for  the  integrity  of 
Mr.  Ralston? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  when  Mr.  Ralston  did  come  down  there  did 
you  show  him  the  letters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Ralston  did  not  come  to  my  home. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  do? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  tne  phone — when  I  answered  Mr,  Ralston 
back  over  the  phone  I  believe  that  was  final. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time  did  you  refuse 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3609 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir ;  I  did  not  wish  to  negotiate  any  further. 

Senator  Reed.  You  changed  your  mind  about  turning  over  the 
letters  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  change  my  mind,  but  I  did  not  want 
at  that  time  to  have  a  further  interview  on  the  subject,  because  there 
was  a  crazy  woman  in  my  house,  and  I  couldn't  have  an  interview. 

Senator  Reed.  That  ended  that  transaction  as  far  as  that  talk 
was  concerned,  anyway? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  Mr.  Ralston  have  a  question?  If  you  will  hand 
it  to  me,  Mr.  Ralston,  I  will  hand  it  to  the  chairman. 

Senator  Nelson  (after  examination  of  question).  I  think  that 
question  has  already  been  asked. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  Mr.  Ralston  asks  is  as  follows : 

In  the  Baltimore  telephonic  communication,  did  not  Mr.  Wolf 
explain  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  Mr.  Ralston  to  see  him, 
and  practically  nothing  more  was  said  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  later  on  somebody  else  came  to  the  phone, 
since  that  question  has  arisen.  It  might  be  Mr.  Wolf's  phone.  I  be- 
lieve that  I  got  a  phone  message  from  Mr.  Wolf  that  Mr.  Ralston 
was  not  coming  out. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  Mr.  Wolf? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  prominent  attorney  in  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  an 
ex-Member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Ralston.  Not  a  Member  of  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  Member  of  Congress.  I  think  you  will 
find  I  was  right. 

Mr.  Ralston.  You  confuse  him  with  the  other  man. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  confuse  the  name  ? 

Mr.  Ralston.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  a  Wolf  from  Baltimore  who  was  a 
Member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Ralston.  Yes ;  there  was  a  Wolf. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  didn't  see  him;  I  don't  know  which  Wolf  was 
phoning. 

Mr.  Ralston.  This  was  Judge  Niles's  partner. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Then  I  am  mistaken  in  the  man.  I  thought  it  was 
Mr.  Wolf  that  had  been  formerly  a  Congressman. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  when  you  had  these  conversations 
here  with  Mr.  Gompers,  first  by  himself  and  afterwards  in  the  office 
of  Mr.  Ralston,  did  you  refer  to  the  fact  that  you  had  a  lot  of  corre- 
spondence in  your  hands? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  express  on  either  occasion  the  suggestion 
that  you  were  willing  to  turn  that  over  to  them  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not;  I  don't  believe  I  gave  any 
definite  answer.    What  they  wanted  to  do  was  to  see  the  letters. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  the  testimony  you  gave  before  on  that 
subject  is  not  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  see  where  my  testimony  clashes  on 
that  subject. 

Mr.  Emery.  Page  96,  volume  15. 

Senator  Reed.  Referring  to  the  first  conversation,  Senator,  down 
near  the  middle  of  the  page. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Will  you  allow  Mr.  Emery  to  read  it? 
Senator  Reed.  I  can  read  it  right  here: 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  lay  the  matter  before  Mr.  Gompers? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  an  hour's  interview  with  Mr.  Gompers  at  Dr.  Nevins's 
residence  in  Washington,  or  over  an  hour,  about  that  time. 
The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  to  sell  them  or  give  them  to  him? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  offered  to  give  them  .to  him. 
The  Chairman.  You  did  not  offer  to  sell  them  to  him? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.    I  set  no  price  on  them. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  What  I  meant  by  offering  to  give  them  was  simply 
an  offer  to  let  them  look  at  the  letters. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  that  is  all  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  view  of  the  last  statement  the  witness  has  made, 
why  did  he  write  at  the  close  of  this  letter  as  follows : 

l  make  this  statement  concerning  my  meetings  with  Mr.  Gompers  and  hli 
friends  to  show  you  that  I  did  not  sneak  arond,  nor  could  I  be  tempted  to  sell 
out  friends  who  had  trusted  me. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  made  that  statement  very  forcibly  a  moment 
ago. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  he  has  answered  that. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  used  the  term  "  sell  out,"  did  you  use  it 
in  the  sense  of  a  money  transaction  or  in  the  sense  of  the  betrayal  of 
friends. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  used  it  not  in  a  money  sense. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  is  competent. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Neither  do  I,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  been  held 
down  to  a  pretty  strict  cross-examination,  and  I  think  that  is  ob- 
jectionable. 

The  Chairman.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  for  the  committee  to  con- 
sider. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  I  did  not  mean  to  sell  out  my  friends. 

The  Chairman.  As  they  had  sold  you  out? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  the  question  was  who  you  considered 
your  friends. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wasn't  considering  these  people  my  friends  at 
that  time,  if  the  question  arose.  If  that  letter  was  read  in  full  it 
would  show  they  were  not  my  friends,  although  they  were  pro- 
fessing at  that  time  the  most  endearing  things  in  their  letters. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  is  all,  gentlemen. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  committee, 
I  think  that  closes  the  questions  we  have  been  able  to  prepare.  We 
appreciate  that  this  is  a  somewhat  unique  proceeding.  It  is  an 
investigation,  and  is  not  strictly  covered  by  the  rules  of  law,  and 
therefore  we  feel  that  we  were  granted  a  privilege  when  we  were 
given  the  opportunity  we  had,  which  has  been  unsatisfactory  and 
comparatively  inconclusive  as  it  has  resulted.  We  feel,  however, 
the  time  has  not  been  altogether  wasted,  and  speaking  for  the  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  whom  I  represent,  I  want  to  express  to 
the  committee  our  appreciation  even  of  the  little  opportunity  we 
have  had  to  cross-examine  this  witness. 

Senator  Reed.  I  move  the  committee  now  go  into  executive  session. 

The  Chairman.  Have  we  now  finished  the  cross-examination  of 
Coh  Mulhall  f 
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Senator  Keed.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned ;  yes.  The  committee  can 
recall  him  at  any  time,  of  course. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  must  not  leave  until  you  have 
the  permission  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  right,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand  Col.  Mulhall  holds  himself  subject 
to  call  of  the  committee,  but  is  excused  from  the  stand  at  the  present. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  a  few  questions  I  would  like  to  ask 
Col.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Seed.  Do  you  want  to  do  it  now  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  later  on. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  understand  you  are  to  hold 
yourself  at  any  time  in  readiness  to  answer  the  call  of  the  committee  f 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Seed.  I  think  we  had  better  let  Col.  Mulhall  go  over  to 
Baltimore  for  the  next  day  or  two  if  he  wants  to,  to  get  any  of  these 
papers  and  documents  he  wants. 

The  Chairman.  Yes ;  but  he  must  be  back  here  on  Monday  morn- 
ing. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  right,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  must  regard  yourself  as  in  attendance  in  the 
meanwhile. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  right,  sir. 

(Thereupon,  at  1.15  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  went  into  execu- 
tive session,  and  afterwards  adjourned  until  Monday,  August  4, 1913, 
at  11  o'clock  a.  m.) 


MONDAY,  AUGUST  4,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
The  subcommittee  met  at  11.20  o'clock  a.  m. 
Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
Cummins. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Townsend,  the  committee  will  be  very 
glad  to  hear  from  you.  You  have  been  sworn.  Will  you  proceed 
with  any  statement  you  desire  to  make  this  morning  ? 

ADDITIONAL  TESTIMONY  OF  SENATOR  CHARLES  E.  TOWNSEND. 

Senator  Townsend.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  read  with  considerable 
care  the  testimony  given  before  this  committee,  and  I  have  been 
informed  by  several  members  of  the  committee  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  testimony  which  reflected  upon  mc  personally,  and 
that  perhaps  it  was  not  necessary  for  me  to  appear  again. 

I  have  felt,  however,  that  it  was  my  duty  to  appear  and  present  to 
the  committee  some  matters  which  I  think  have  a  bearing  upon  this 
investigation. 

In  the  first  place,  the  New  York  World  in  its  original  article  con- 
tained a  statement  that  I  and,  I  believe,  60  others,  Members  of 
Congress,  were  easily  approachable,  "for  business,  political  or 
sympathetic  reasons."     I  believe  that  was  the  language. 
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This  self-acknowledged  corruptionist,  Mulhall,  has  said,  in  two  or 
three  of  his  letters  that  have  been  presented  here,  that  he  had  talked 
with  me  confidentially.  Knowing  this  to  be  absolutely  false,  with- 
out the  slightest  foundation  of  fact,  I  have  felt  that  it  was  my 
duty  to  so  state. 

I  do  not  wish  to  say  that  I  remember  everybody  who  comes 
into  my  office,  or  that  I  could  testify  over  a  period  of  10  years  that 
I  have  been  in  Congress,  and  say  who  has  and  who  has  not  spoken 
to  me  on  subjects;  because  my  door  is  always  unlocked,  and  people 
come  in  there  as  they  see  fit.  But  the  circumstances  of  this  case  are 
such  as  to  make  it  unthinkable,  to  me,  that  I  could  be  mistaken. 

When  this  story  first  appeared  in  the  newspaper,  I  was  in  Jackson, 
my  home,  and  I  received  a  call  from  a  reporter  from  a  Michigan  news- 
paper, presenting  a  telegram  which  he  nad  received  from  Ids  paper 
asking  nim  to  interview  me  on  an  article  which  had  appeared  in  the 
New  York  World  stating  that  I  and  60  others — I  think  it  said — had 
been  mentioned  by  a  man  by  the  name  of  Mulhall  who  had  been  in 
the  employ  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  he 
asked  me  what  I  had  to  say  about  it. 

I  could  not  at  that  time  recall  the  name  " Mulhall."  I  thought 
about  it  for  some  time,  and  remembered  that  two  gentlemen  had 
called  at  my  office  some  years  ago  in  connection  with  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers;  but  I  did  not  know  that  the  name  of 
one  of  them  was  Mulhall. 

The  next  day  I  got  the  Chicago  papers,  and  read  an  account  of  it  in 
which  the  name  of  Mr.  Emery  was  mentioned  as  being  connected 
with  this  matter.  I  remembered  that  Mr.  Emery  was  one  of  the 
two  gentlemen  who  had  called  at  my  office. 

I  locate  the  time  of  that  call  by  two  circumstances.  I  can  not  fix 
the  exact  date  of  either  one.  It  was  at  the  time  we  were  considering 
in  the  House  the  so-called  Madison  bill,  amending  the  injunction  law. 
It  was  also  at  the  time  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
was  holding  its  annual  convention  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

This  incident  Mr.  Mulhall  has  not  mentioned  in  any  of  his  letters. 
I  was  in  my  office  one  day  with  my  secretary,  dictating  letters  as  I 
remember  it,  when  two  strangers  cams  into  the  office.  One  of  them, 
a  man  not  easy  to  forget,  was  talking  very  loudly  as  he  came  into  the 
room.  He  seemed  to  be  very  angry,  because  ne  said  the  Congress 
was  being  run  by  "Sam  Gompers  and  his  crowd,"  as  he  called  them, 
and  that  the  labor  organizations  had  gotten  into  politics,  and  it  was 
proposed  now  that  the  business  men  should  show  that  they  had  some 
influence  in  the  country;  that  that  appeared  to  be  the  only  way  they 
could  protect  themselves. 

He  talked  very  loudly,  and  said  I  was  making  a  very  serious  mis- 
take, told  me  something  about  the  proposition  to  try  contempt  cases 
by  a  jury,  and  one  thing  and  another.  I  listened  to  him  a  few  min- 
utes, until  he  came  to  a  breathing  spell,  and  then  I  asked  him  if  he 
was  through,  and  he  said  he  was.  I  rose  from  my  seat  and  said, 
"This  is  my  busy  day;  I  shall  have  to  excuse  vou  now."  The  gen- 
tleman who  was  with  him,  who  seemed  to  be  a  lit  tie  bit  disconcerted 
.  all  the  time  the  other  gentleman  was  talking,  stated  to  me  that  he  had 
come  in  to  talk  with  me  about  injunction  matters.  He  thought  that 
it  was  a  mistake  at  that  time  to  agitate  that  matter.     He  thought  I 
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did?not  understand  the  situation,  he  said.  I  assured  him  that  he 
did  not  understand  my  position.  I  told  him  what  my  position  was 
in  reference  to  the  injunction  matter,  and  he  said,  "  Well,  we  did  not 
understand.  But  we  wish  you  would  go  down  to  New  York.  The 
national  convention  is  now  in  session,  and  Mr.  Littlefield  is  going  to 
speak  down  there  on  our  side  of  the  question,  or  our  views,  and  we 
would  like  to  have  you  express  your  views  down  there. "  I  told  him 
that  I  would  not  go,  I  could  not  go,  but  if  the  bill  came  out  he  would 
know  my  views  if  he  did  not  understand  them  then. 

It  is  perhaps  necessary  at  this  time  to  state  that  Judge  Madison, 
of  Kansas,  Mr.  Hubbard,  and  myself,  were  very  much  in  favor  01 
amending  the  injunction  law  so  as  to  provide  for  hearings  in  all  cases 
where  injunction  is  issued  except  where  irreparable  injury  would 
occur,  and  then  the  court  must  state  what  the  injury  would  be  or 
what  it  thought  the  injury  would  bo,  and  that  the  return  day  must 
be  fixed  not  later  than  five  days  after  issuance,  and  that  a  bond  must 
be  given  by  the  person  asking  for  it.  We  had  been  asking  for  that 
bill.  It  was  introduced  on  the  2d  day  of  May  and  referred  to  the 
Judiciary  Committee. 

Senator  Reed.  What  year  was  that  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  1908.  The  other  gentlemen  and  I  went 
before  the  Judiciary  Committee,  or  the  members  of  it,  many  times  to 

fet  a  report.  We  did  not  succeed.  I  then  went  to  the  Committee  on 
tales.  The  Committee  on  Rules  informed  me  that  if  a  majority  of 
the  Republicans  desired  it,  they  would  present  a  rule  ordering  it  out 
of  the  committee.  I  called  for  a  caucus,  got  the  requisite  number 
of  names,  and  for  a  number  of  days  we  had  meetings  and  discussed 
that  bill,  and  finally  a  majority  or  the  caucus  voted  against  a  rule. 
The  gentleman  who  was  with  this  man  Mulhall  I  afterwards  knew  to 
be  Mr.  Emery.  I  came  to  know  him  by  sight,  although  I  have  never 
had  any  communications  with  him,  nor  can  I  recall  any  conversation 
with  him  on  any  subject. 

When  I  got  back  from  Jackson  after  reading  this,  I  went  into  your 
committee  meeting  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  if  I  could  locate  this  man 
Mulhall.     I  recognized  him  at  once  as  the  man  who  was  in  my  office. 

A  day  or  two  after  they  were  in  my  office,  as  I  was  going  into  the 
House  of  Representatives  he  was  standing  either  on  the  steps  or  just 
inside,  and  he  came  up  to  me  and  said  that  he  owed  me  an  apology 
for  what  he  had  said  a  day  or  two  before  when  he  was  in  my  office, 
that  he  was  hasty,  and  he  paid  me  the  exceedingly  doubtful  compli- 
ment of  saying  that  I  had  been  the  only  honest  man  he  had  met  down 
here,  because  I  had  told  him  the  truth  and  the  others  had  not  always 
done  so,  and  that  he  was  ready  at  all  times  to  help  me  if  I  needed  his 
help.  I  assured  him,  never  having  stopped  my  walking  for  a  moment 
with  him,  that  I  asked  nothing  ot  him  and  did  not  want  his  help  for 
anything. 

I  could  not  forget  that  man.  I  would  have  remembered  him  if  I 
had  ever  seen  him  after  those  conversations.  Nobody  could  have 
forgotten  him  if  he  had  thus  talked  with  him.  Therefore  I  say  it 
is  an  unqualified  falsehood  when  he  states  that  he  talked  with  me 
confidentiallv. 

The  first  tiling  put  before  the  committee  bv  Mr.  Mulhall  to  which  I 
wish  to  refer  is  a  letter  dated  May  26, 1908,  (1397-1399)  in  which  he 
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states  that  a  day  or  two  before — the  Saturday  before,  I  think — he 
went  from  the  Senate  over  to  the  House.     He  says: 

I  saw  in  the  lobby  of  the  Capitol  Mr.  Townsend,  of  Michigan,  Mr.  Burton,  of  Ohio, 
and  Mr.  McKinley  of  Illinois,  together  with  Mr.  Hitchcock,  surrounded  by  a  large 
labor  lobby.  I  realized  right  away  that  the  Gompers  people  had  Mr.  Hitchcock  (Mr. 
TaftV  manager)  up  there  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  force  through  some  legislation,  etc. 

He  then  states  that  he  lay  in  wait  secretly  until  Mr.  Hitchcock  got 
through,  and  then  he  went  up  to  him  and  accused  him  of  being  over 
there  as  an  emissary  of  Mr.  Taf  t  to  secure  legislation  for  Mr.  Gompers. 
Then  he  says  this : 

I  left  Mr.  Hitchcock  and  went  to  the  office  building  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  called  on  Mr.  Townsend  of  Michigan,  whom  I  saw  with  Mr.  Taft  and  the  labor 
leaders. 

I  think  he  must  have  made  a  mistake  there.  I  think  he  must  have 
meant  "Mr.  Hitchcock  and  the  labor  leaders."  But  be  says  "Mr. 
Taft  and  the  labor  leaders. "     He  continues: 

Mr.  Townsend  made  a  clean  confession  of  the  fact  that  the  laborites  had  brought 
Hitchcock  and  the  others  to  the  Capitol  for  the  purpose  of  defeating  the  ship-subsidy 
bill,  which  was  before  Congress  on  Saturday  afternoon,  and  that  Hitchcock  did  do  all 
that  was  in  his  power  to  have  that  bill  defeated  to  please  the  Gompers  people.  Town- 
eend  stated  that  he  had  given  up  the  fight  on  injunction  bills,  and  had  taken  no  part 
in  the  ship-subsidy  fight.    This  was  given  to  me  by  Townsend  in  confidence. 

That  is  unqualifiedly  false.  I  never  was  surrounded  by  any  labor 
lobby  since  I  nave  been  in  Washington.  I  have  met  the  representa- 
tives of  labor  individually,  and  once  possibly  there  were  two  together. 
They  have  been  here.  But  no  large  labor  lobby  ever  surrounded 
me,  nor  did  I  ever  know  that  the  labor  people  were  against  the  ship 
subsidy.  Certainly  Mr.  Hitchcock  never  said  to  me,  nor  did  I  ever 
say  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  that  he,  Hitchcock,  was  interested  in  helping 
Gompers  defeat  the  ship-subsidy  bill.  He  states  that  I  had  taken 
no  interest  in  ship  subsidy.  When  that  bill  was  before  the  House 
of  Representatives  I  opposed  it.  The  Record  will  show  that  every 
one  01  the  Oriental  lines  was  stricken  from  the  bill  upon  my  motion. 
I  was  one  of  the  tellers  when  the  count  was  taken  on  the  vote.  There 
were  no  roll  calls,  but  tellers  were  called  for,  as  the  Record  will  show. 
I  was  in  favor  of  a  subsidy  bill  on  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  coasts  be- 
tween the  North  and  South  Americas.  I  was  not  objecting  to  a 
ship-subsidy  or  a  mail-subsidy  which  would  not  exceed  the  revenue 
obtained  from  the  mail  on  the  boats  which  carried  it,  but  I  opposed 
those  provisions,  as  the  Record  will  disclose. 

That  I  had  not  given  up  the  fight  on  injunction  bills  would  be 
disclosed  by  the  fact  that  we  had  meetings  week  after  week,  and  it 
was  known  that  I  was  one  of  the  men  who  kept  up  the  fieht  until  we 
incorporated  at  least  some  of  our  views  in  the  judicial  code,  and 
until  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  changed  its  rules, 
practically  complying  with  everything  that  I  had  asked  for. 

The  next  reference  to  me  that  appears  here  is  in  a  letter  dated 
January  9,  1909  (22S8-2290),  written  by  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man,  in  which  he  says  that  he  arrived  in  Washington  on  that  day 
and  <( called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Charles  E.  Townsend  of  the  second 
Michigan  district. "     He  further  says : 

My  interview  with  Mr.  TowTnsend  was  quite  lengthy  and  extremely  pleasant.  He 
stated  that  he  wan  strongly  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  and  any  bill  that  would 
come  up  in  Congress  at  this  session  or  any  other  session  while  he  was  a  Member  he  would 
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give  such  a  bill  his  active  support.  My  interview  with  Mr.  Townsend  was  quite 
lengthy  but  not  altogether  on  the  tariff  question.  We  had  quite  a  talk  upon  the  in- 
junction bills  before  Congress  and  other  labor  measures,  and  I  find  that  Mr.  Townsend 
is  not  any  way  as  near  radical  this  session  as  he  was  last.  I  feel  that  he  will  be  a  good 
man  to  help  us  out  upon  any  bill  for  a  tariff  commission,  for  he  told  me  any  time  I 
might  call  on  him  he  would  give  me  his  active  support  on  a  bill  of  that  kind. 

I  never  had  any  such  interview.  I  was  in  favor  of  a  tariff  board, 
always  have  been,  and  am  in  favor  of  one  now.  But  I  did  not  have 
any  conversation  with  him.  I  could  not  have  forgotten,  after  the 
experience  I  had  had  with  him,  if  I  had  had  that  talk. 

The  next  letter  that  he  introduces  to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention 
is  dated  July  15, 1909  (2891,  2893),  sent  by  MulhaU  to  Kirby,  in  which 
he  states,  among  other  things: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Swasey's  office  at  about  10  a.  m.  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Charles 
E.  Townsend,  of  the  second  Michigan  district.  Mr.  Townsend  has  always  been  a 
strong  Member  for  a  tariff  commission,  and  when  I  started  to  talk  with  him  Mr.  Nicholas 
Longworth,  of  the  first  Ohio  district,  came  into  Mr.  TownsenoVs  office.  Mr.  Long- 
worth  told  me  to  continue  my  interview  with  Mr.  Townsend,  as  he  was  interested  in 
what  I  was  saying.  I  told  Air.  Townsend  about  the  rumors  that  the  conferees  of  the 
House  were  aj^ainst  our  bill.  Mr.  Townsend  was  very  emphatic  in  stating  that  he 
knew  the  Aldrich  amendment  would  pass  the  House  conferees,  and  that  if  it  did  not 
pass  he  himself  would  start  the  fight  upon  the  floor  of  the  House  against  accepting 
their  report.  All  through  my  interview  with  Mr.  Townsend,  Mr.  Longworth  agreed 
with  him,  stating  he  believed  the  Aldrich  amendment  would  pass  the  House. 

I  never  had  any  such  conversation  with  this  man  Mulhall.  I  know 
nothing  about  the  proposition  of  which  he  is  talking,  about  the  amend- 
ment in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  was  the  subject  matter  of  that? 

Senator  Townsend.  The  tariff  commission.  I  have  been  em- 
phatic about  this  because  I  can  not  be  mistaken  about  confidential 
interviews  with  a  man  with  whom  I  had  had  the  experience  to  which 
I  have  referred.  I  would  not  attempt  to  be  positive  about  an  ordinary 
incident.  If  a  man  had  come  into  my  office  and  said  he  had  talked 
with  me  on  some  subject,  I  would  not  attempt  to  deny  it,  because  I 
would  not  know.  Frequently  I  listen  to  things  and  do  not  express 
myself  at  all.  But  this  man  came  to  me  first  under  the  circumstances 
I  nave  mentioned.  He  was  personally  offensive  to  me  at  that  time. 
I  could  not  have  forgotten  it.  And  so  I  again  state,  those  letters 
stating  that  he  had  talked  with  me  confidentially  and  personally 
about  these  matters  are  absolutely  and  unqualifiedly  false. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Reed,  do  you  desire  to  ask  any  questions  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Hitchcock  being  over  in  the 
lobby  at  any  time  in  regard  to  legislative  matters? 

Senator  Townsend.  I  do  not  recall  that  I  ever  talked  with  Mr. 
Hitchcock  on  any  legislative  matter,  either  there  or  elsewhere. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were,  as  I  understand  you,  in  favor  of  a  tariff 
commission  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  Yes,  sir.  Everybody  knew  that.  I  made 
speeches  on  it. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  always  supported  that  position,  and  still 
support  it  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were  in  favor  of  the  ship  subsidy  bill  as  applied 
to  certain  lines  of  steamships,  but  not  as  to  others? 

Senator  Townsend.  Yes;  and  I  had  taken  part  in  it,  although  he 
said  I  had  not. 
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Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Mulhall  did  come  to  your  office,  once  and  after- 
wards did  accost  you  in  the  lobby  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  He  did. 

Senator  R  eed.  And  after  that  talk  in  the  lobby  you  never  saw  him  I 

Senator  Townsend.  I  never  saw  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Hitchcock  taking 
any  part  in  legislation  by  way  of  recommendation  or  otherwise  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  I  never  heard  of  such  a  thing. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  know,  I  suppose,  that  there  have  been 
around  the  Capitol  here  for  many  years  men  who  might  be  denomi- 
nated as  constituting  a  labor  lobby;  that  is,  men  who  were  interested 
in  promoting  labor  legislation. 

Senator  Townsend.  They  were  labor  representatives;  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Interested  in  promoting  certain  bills  that  organized 
labor  was  interested  in,  such  as  the  eight-hour  bills  and  oills  to 
protect  children,  etc.  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  I  have  known  three  such  men,  personally  and 
well. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suppose  those  men  have  been  to  see  you  from 
time  to  time  as  they  have  been  to  see  others  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  Yes,  they  have. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether,  at  about  the  time  that  is 
referred  to  in  that  letter,  they  ever  spoke  to  you  about  any  of 
these  bills?  Senator  Townsend,  I  know  you  are  very,  very  pos- 
itive about  this  matter,  and  I  also  know  that  you  want  to  be 
absolutely  accurate  and  fair  about  it.  I  am  asking  you  this  question 
simply  to  direct  your  thought,  and  that  is  all.  Assuming  tnat  Mr. 
Mulhall  did  go  over  there,  as  you  say  he  did — and  of  course  he  did, 
as  you  say,  go  over  there— and  that  he  was  somewhat  offensive  in 
his  manner  of  presenting  his  views  when  he  said  he  represented  the 
manufacturers,  etc.,  and  that  he  afterward  met  you  in  the  lobby  and 
apologized,  do  you  think  that  that  would  not  wipe  out  of  your  mind 
any  feeling  of  disgust  or  resentment,  or  whatever  it  might  be,  to  such 
an  extent  that  you  might  meet  the  man  and  have  a  casual  conversa- 
tion with  him  afterward,  without  its  impressing  itself  upon  your  mind? 

Senator  Townsend.  It  is  not  possible,  because  it  did  not  wipe  it 
out.  I  did  not  even  stop  when  he  addressed  me.  I  walked  in  at 
the  door  and  left  him  standing  outside. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  there  is  a  good  deal  in  the  way  a  matter 
is  stated  and  framed.     This  statement  nere: 

Mr.  Hitchcock  made  a  clean  confession  of  the  fact  that  the  laborites  had  brought 
Hitchcock  and  others  to  the  Capitol — 

is  a  very  offensive  way  of  stating  a  thing.  It  would  look  as  though 
you  had  something  to  confess,  which  of  course  you  did  not  have,  as 
we  know;  but  suppose  there  had  been  a  talk. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  understand  that  that  involves  Senator 
Townsend  in  any  way. 

Senator  Townsend.  Yes;  he  said  "Hitchcock"  and  he  meant 
"Townsend." 

Senator  Reed.  He  says: 

Hitchcock  made  a  clean  confession  of  the  fact  that  the  laborites  had  brought  Hitch- 
cock  

Senator  Walsh.  But  that  does  not  refer  to  Senator  Townsend. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  is  stated  that  he  made  a  confession  that  the 
laborites  had  brought  Hitchcock  there. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  offensive  as  involving  Hitchcock,  but  not 
Senator  Townsend. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  he  said  he  had  made  a  confession,  as  though 
he  had  something  to  confess.  It  is  stated  in  that  way.  But  suppose 
the  statement  had  been  that  afterwards  he  had  talked  with  Senator 
Townsend  and  learned  in  the  course  of  that  conversation  that  Mr. 
Hitchcock  had  been  on  that  errand.  Stated  in  that  way,  it  would 
not  be  especially  offensive,  I  take  it. 

Senator  Townsend.  I  am  not  complaining  at  all  at  his  language 
I  am  complaining  of  the  statement  of  an  untruth.     He  had  not  talked 
with  me  at  all.     I  could  not  have  talked  with  that  man  confidentially 
without  remembering  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  what  is  confidential  and  what  is  not  con- 
fidential is  also  a  matter  of  construction  by  the  man  who  might  write 
the  letter.  All  I  am  trying  to  get  is  whether  you  are  perfectly  clear 
that  you  never  had  any  talk  with  him  at  all  after  that  second'  time  ! 

Senator  Townsend.  I  am  absolutely  certain  about  it.  I  think  you 
would  be  too,  if  you  had  had  words  with  a  man  looking  as  this  fellow 
did.  If  you  had  had  a  talk  with  him  and  had  had  a  quarrel  with  him, 
you  would  remember  him  if  you  met  him  in  perdition,  or  in  any  other 
place. 

Senator  Reed.  I  might,  but  I  would  not  want  to  go  there  to  meet 
him. 

Senator  Townsend.  That  is  where  you  would  have  to  go. 

Senator  Reed.  Possibly.     I  think  that  is  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  one  word.  It  appears  from  the  evidence  here 
that  this  man  had  been  in  the  employ  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  for  some  8  or  10  years,  engaged  apparently  in  the  work 
of  interviewing  Members  of  Congress,  at  least  to  ascertain  what  their 
position  was;  and  it  is  fairly  to  be  gathered  that  he  was  going  around 
interviewing  Senators  and  Representatives,  to  ascertain  how  they 
stood  on  this  tariff  commission  matter.  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
assume,  from  that  fact,  that  he  was  ordinarily  much  more  diplomatic 
and  courteous  than  he  appears  to  have  been  upon  this  occasion  when 
he  visited  you.  Of  course  his  usefulness  would  cease  at  once  if  that 
was  his  usual  demeanor  in  talking  with  a  Senator  or  Representative. 
We  can  not  possibly  reach  the  conclusion  that  he  would  have  been 
retained  in  that  position  for  that  length  of  time,  if  that  was  his  ordi- 
nary mode  of  address. 

I  may  have  misunderstood  you,  but  I  understood  you  to  say  that 
he  was  talking  in  this  loud  tone  of  voice  as  he  entered  the  room. 

Senator  Townsend.  As  he  entered  the  room. 
,t  Senator  Walsh.  Then  apparently  he  was  addressing  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Townsend.  No,  ne  was  addressing  me.  Just  as  he  opened 
the  door  he  commenced  to  talk,  before  he  got  fairly  into  the  room. 

Senator  Nelson.  Senator  Walsh,  he  evidently  fell  from  grace  at 
this  time,  contrary  to  his  usual  custom. 

Senator  Townsend.  I  am  not  so  interested  in  your  defense  of  the 
witness  as  I  am  simply  in  stating  facts.  I  just  want  the  facts  to  be 
stated  here  as  they  are. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  hope  you  do  not  imagine  that  I  was  engaged  in 
any  defense  of  the  witness.  I  was  simply  endeavoring  to  get,  if  I 
could,  the  facts  of  this  particular  matter. 
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Senator  Townsend.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  that  the  committee  could  learn  or  form  some 
judgment  as  to  whether  that  was  his  usual  style  of  address  and  his 
manner  of  disputation  and  argument;  and,  u  so,  to  try  and  find 
some  reason  why  the  association  should  have  kept  him  in  their 
employ  for  a  period  of  8  or  10  years.  If  it  was  his  usual  style  of 
approach,  I  wanted  to  ascertain  from  you,  if  I  could,  what  there 
was  in  this  particular  case  that  brought  about  that  method.  Ap- 
parently, however,  you  are  unable  to  advise  us. 

Senator  Townsend.  I  know  nothing  about  his  customs.  I  never 
saw  him  before  or  since. 

Senator  Walsh.  No,  no;  I  am  not  asking  about  that.  I  am 
simply  endeavoring  to  find  out  how  this  contentious,  disputatious 
spirit  came  to  be  exhibited  at  that  time,  or  if  we  could  ascertain 
from  the  facts  that  it  was  an  unusual  manner  or  not;  but  there 
appears  to  have  been  nothing  to  indicate. 

Senator  Townsend.  Nothing.  He  was  offended.  That  is  why 
I  said  I  locate  this  event,  or  this  date,  by  the  fact  that  I  was  then — 
and  the  papers  were  so  stating — discussing  the  injunction  bill.  I 
had  circulated  the  call  for  the  Republican  conference,  I  had  helped 
formulate  the  bill,  and  it  was  known  I  had  taken  a  very  active  part 
in  it,  and  he  closed  by  saying  that  I  was  making  a  great  mistake. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  spoke  about  his  being  offended. 

Senator  Townsend.  He  seemed  to  be. 

Senator  Walsh.  His  offense  was  because  of  the  attitude  that  you 
assumed  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  That  is  right.  I  assume  that  was  it.  That 
is  what  he  said  it  was. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  from  what  you  tell  us  about  the  matter 
I  gather  that  he  was  laboring  under  some  excitement  arising  from 
offense,  from  the  very  moment  he  stepped  into  your  office,  and 
before  he  conferred  with  you  about  the  matter  at  all  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  I  think  my  secretary  and  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  he  was  a  bulldozer;  that  that  was  the  method  he  em- 
ployed; that  he  came  in  there  for  that  purpose.  I  do  not  think  there 
was  any  question  as  to  what  we  thougnt  about  the  man,  and  what  I 
thought  the  next  time  I  met  him.  I  thought  ho  was  trying  to  square 
himself,  the  next  time  I  saw  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  would  seem  from  the  statement  you  make  about 
the  matter  that  he  was  offended  or  engaged  in  bulldozing,  either  one 
or  the  other.  I  was  endeavoring  to  ascertain  which,  and  to  find  out.  if 
I  could,  what  the  offense  was;  whether  it  arose  in  the  course  of  tne 
discussion  between  you,  which  does  not  seem  possible,  because  you 
say  he  assumed  his  attitude  from  the  moment  ne  stepped  inside  the 
door. 

Senator  Townsend.  My  secretary  thinks  that  he  talked  as  long  as 
10  minutes  before  I  said  a  word.  I  was  looking  at  him.  It  was  not 
that  long.  It  was  a  few  minutes.  When  he  came  to  a  resting  or 
stopping  point  I  asked  him  if  he  was  through.  He  said  he  was.  I 
did  not  enter  into  any  talk  with  him  at  all.  I  rose  and  said  "This  is 
my  busy  day,  and  I  will  have  to  excuse  you." 

Senator  Walsh.  You  say  at  that  time  there  was  an  annual  meeting 
to  be  held. 
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Senator  Townsend.  At  least,  Mr.  Emery  invited  me  to  go  down  to 
New  York  and  discuss  the  injunction  matter  with  Mr.  Littlefield. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  was  the  other  matter  that  was  pending  at 
the  same  time  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  The  same  bill — the  same  two  things.  One 
was  in  Congress,  and  the  other  was  a  meeting  in  New  York  on  the 
injunction  bill. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  recall  the  year? 

Senator  Townsend.  1908.  I  recall  the  fact  that  Mr.  Madison's 
bill  was  introduced  on  the  2d  day  of  May,  1908. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  that  it  was  some  time  during  that  summer  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  Yes,  I  should  think  during  that  month,  or  the 
1st  of  June. 

Senator  Reed.  There  was  a  matter  that  I  thought  perhaps  we 
might  get  a  little  light  on  at  this  time,  aside  from  your  statement, 
Senator.  After  this  talk,  or  along  about  the  time  of  this  talk,  with 
Mr.  Mulhall  with  regard  to  the  bill  that  he  was  opposing,  do  you 
remember  getting  a  Targe  number  of  telegrams  from  manufacturing 
establishments  and  men  connected  with  manufacturing  establish- 
ments, protesting  against  this  legislation. 

Senator  Townsend.  During  the  consideration  of  that  bill,  I  did. 
There  never  has  anything  of  importance  come  up  since  I  have  been  in 
Congress-  about  which  I  have  not  received  scores  and  scores  of  letters 
and  telegrams.  I  am  particularly  impressed  with  this,  that  I  did 
receive  a  great  many  telegrams,  principally  from  what  I  think  was 
called  the  Michigan  Hardware  Association.  I  think  that  was  the  title. 
A  man  named  Hathaway,  as  I  recall  the  name,  had  prepared  a  letter  or 
telegram,  and  these  letters  and  telegrams  were  practically  the  same  in 
their  wording.  I  traced  it  to  Mr.  Hathaway  as  being  at  the  bottom  of 
it,  and  I  had  some  heated  correspondence  with  him.  I  think  it  was 
Mr.  Hathaway.     I  am  not  clear  anout  the  name. 

Senator  Reed.  I  take  it,  then,  that  you  got  a  lot  of  those  telegrams 
or  letters  from  various  industries  located  in  your  State,  warning  you, 
or  protesting  against  this  bill.     What  was  the  bill  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  It  was  a  bill  providing  that  the  injunction 
laws  should  be  amended. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh;  I  remember,  now.  It  was  a  bill  limiting  the 
right  of  issuance  of  injunctions. 

Senator  Townsend.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  would  be  general  enough.  Do  you  recall  that 
incident  because  it  was  done  in  such  a  way  that  you  afterwards  took 
the  pains  to  trace  at  least  a  part  of  it  to  its  source  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  I  had  a  very  offensive  letter  from  a  man 
named  Hathaway,  as  I  remember  the  name.  I  do  not  want  to  be 
positive  about  the  name,  but  in  any  event,  it  was  some  one  connected 
with  the  Michigan  Hardware  Association,  and  I  had  considerable  cor- 
respondence with  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  about  this  time  have  any  correspondence 
with  Mr.  Post  of  the  Postum  Cereal  Co.  ?     Did  he  write  any  protests  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  do  not  recall  ever  having 
had  any  protest  from  him  concerning  any  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Mr.  Post  a  political  adherent  of  yours  in  your 
canvasses,  or  any  of  them  ? 
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Senator  Townsend.  There  would  one  batch  come,  and  then  there 
would  come  another  lot  in  answer  to  the  first. 

Senator  Reed.  So  it  would  indicate  that  there  was  upon  each  side 
of  those  questions,  particularly  those  that  affected  labor,  a  source 
from  whicn  the  inspiration  must  have  been  sent  out;  that  is,  that 
there  were  two  such  heads  or  sources. 

Senator  Townsend.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  suppose  as  a  Senator,  and  as  a  Congressman 
before  you  were  a  Senator,  you  learned  to  reason  out  very  quickly, 
or  to  detect  very  quickly,  whether  it  was  a  frank  expression  of  unpro- 
moted  opinion,  or  whether  it  was  an  opinion  that  haa  been  engendered 
and  propagated  from  some  common  source? 

Senator  Townsend.  I  did. 

Senator  Reed.  And  consequently  vou  learned  to  put  upon  it 
a  very  slight  estimate  or  a  considerable  estimate  as  the  facts  might 

Senator  Townsend.  I  think  mine  has  been  the  common  experience 
on  that  subject. 

Senator  Keed.  Did  you  in  your  campaign  feel,  or  have  any  reason 
to  feel,  that  you  were  being  fought  specially  by  any  particular  class, 
on  account  of  your  attitude  in  Congress  on  bills  affecting  labor,  or 
affecting  the  employers  of  labor  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  No,  not  on  that  account.  I  think  that  per- 
haps the  " organization"  in  the  party,  as  they  call  it,  was  not  particu- 
larly friendly  to  me;  but  I  think  the  business  interests  were  well 
divided. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  opponent  was  Senator  Burrows  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  the  question  in  this  way,  Whether 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  in  your  campaign  with  Senator  Burrows,  what 
we  commonly  term  big  money,  the  big,  strong  institutions  in  your 
State,  were  not  lined  up  back  of  Senator  Burrows  pretty  generally  ? 

Senator  Townsend.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  say  that.  I  do 
not  know  that  they  were  back  of  him.  I  do  not  think  they  were  very 
active.  I  do  not  think  they  were  supporting  me,  but  I  do  not  think 
they  were  very  active  in  that  campaign.  At  any  rate,  I  did  not 
discover  that  it  was  so. 

Senator  Reed.  My  reason  for  asking  the  question  is  that  some- 
where in  this  correspondence  there  is  a  lament  over  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Burrows  had  been  defeated  and  you  had  been  elected. 

Senator  Townsend.  Yes.  That  was  simply  correspondence  be- 
tween them.  I  was  not  involved  in  the  matter,  and  so  I  did  not  see 
fit  to  refer  to  that.  That  was  simply  a  discussion  between  Mr.  Joy 
and  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  I  care  to  ask. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  all  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Foraker,  would  it  suit  you  to  be  here 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  Foraker.  At  any  time  that  suits  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Please  be  here  at  10  o'clock  to-morrow. 
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Senator  Nelson.  But  you  were  there,  and  drew  the  money  on  the 
check  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  nearly  as  I  can  remember;  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  stated  that  you  had  paid  to  James  Donahue, 
I  think  you  said,  $2,000,  and  that  you  could  produce  a  receipt  for  it. 
I  now  hand  you  this  paper,  marked  A20,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a 
receipt  which  James  Donahue  gave  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  observe  that  is  not  for  $2,000,  but  for  $1,800. 
Were  you  in  error  in  regard  to  the  amount  of  the  check  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  I  was  in  error  in  regard  to  the  receipt,  but 
as  to  the  amount,  he  got  $800  more  than  what  that  receipt  calls  for. 
He  did  not  give  a  receipt  for  the  last  $800. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  this  receipt  signed  by  James  Donahue?  Did 
he  sign  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  How  much  is  that  receipt  for? 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it: 

Rec'd  of  M.  M.  Mulhall  for  services  rendered,  eighteen  hundred  dollars. 

James  Donahue. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Right  here  in  pencil,  Senator,  if  the  Senator  will 
allow  me  to  call  his  attention  to  it,  I  guess  you  can  trace  the  dates, 
August  9,  500,  August  22,  300,  and  September  1,  I  believe,  1,000.  It 
is  kmd  of  erased,  but  you  can  see  it. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  not  an  erasure;  that  has  evidently  been 
figured  on  anothor  piece  of  paper  and  has  made  an  impression 
through. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  the  year  there  ? 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  no  date  on  it.  How  long  have  you  had 
this  receipt  in  your  possession,  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Since  the  1st  of  September,  I  behove,  1912  or  1911. 

Senator  Reed.  The  figures  that  are  on  the  back,  not  in  pencil 
but  made  by  what  appears  to  be  an  impression  through  from  another 
piece  of  paper,  are  August  9,  $500;  August  22,  $500 

Mr.  Mulhall.  $300 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  a  three  or  a  five — and 
September  1,  $1,000. 

Senator  Nelson.  May  I  see  that  receipt? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  You  will  have  to  look  pretty  close  on  the 
back  to  catch  those  figures 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  you  one  question.  When  did  you 
get  this  check  for  $500  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  came  ba<  k  in  my  canceled  checks. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  generally  I  have  had  a  settlement  with  the 
bank  every  three  months,  so  I  could  not  say  just  when  it  came  back, 
but  I  will  bring  the  rest  of  the  checks  and  the  books,  if  you  wish  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  on  note  paper,  in  pencil,  and  seems  to  have 
been  recently  written.     When  was  this  receipt  signed  and  given  to 

you? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  on  September  1,  1911. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  not  testified  that  they  had  forbidden 
you  to  take  any  receipts  for  these  things? 

Mr.  Mulhall  This  was  the  brewers,  Senator.  It  was  another 
organization  entirely. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  was  brewers'  money? 

Mr.  Muliiall.  Yes 

Senator  Nelson.  This  whole  thing  came  from  the  brewers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Not  from  the  Manufacturers  Association? 

Mr.  Mulhall    No,  sir,  it  did  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  for  what  was  this  paid? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  This  was  paid  to  Mr.  Donahue  for  labor,  for  work 
that  he  performed  in  that  campaign. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  his  office  in  Rockland,  Me. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  Maine,  and  in  the  interest  of  the  brewers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  as  I  stated  in  my  evidence  a  short  time  ago,  it 
was  in  the  interest  of  keeping  the  Republicans  from  being  active  in 
the  campaign  of  that  year. 

Senator  Nelson.  Which  one  of  the  brewers  handed  you  this  money, 
or  what  representative  of  the  brewers?    Who  gave  you  this  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  John  Gardner,  the  president  of  the  United 
States  Brewers'  Association,  and  Mr.  John  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  gave  you  this  money.  Where  did  they 
give  it  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  the  hotel  in  Rockland — the  Thorndyke  Hotel  in 
Rockland,  Me. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  what  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  different  occasions. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  not  given  in  one  lump? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  much  did  they  give  you  on  each  occasion? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  letters  I  have  got  here  will  show  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  ^ou  any  recollection  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  I  think  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  about 
$11,000. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  brewers  gave  you  about  $11,000? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  disbursed  it  up  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir,  Mr.  Donahue  disbursed  the  most  of  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  they  give  it  to  you  or  to  Donahue? 

Mr.  Multiall.  They  gave  it  to  me,  and  I  passed  it  to  Donahue. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  passed  all  of  the  SI  1,000  to  Donahue? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  not  all  of  it.  Mr.  Kimball  got  some  of  it,  and 
Mr.  Harriman  got  some  of  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  much  of  it  did  you  yourself  keep? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  a  dollar. 

Senator  Nelson.  Not  a  dollar  of  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  I  gave  an  itemized  account  to  the  brewers 
of  that  transaction. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  fact 
that  this  receipt  is  on  note  paper,  and  appears  to  have  been  recently 
written,  and  no  date  to  it.     Can  you  tell  when  the  receipt  was  given? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  on  the  1st  of  September,  1911. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  can  not  agree  with  the  Senator  that  this  is  mani- 
festly new  paper. 

Senator  Nelson.  Written  in  pencil,  and  without  any  date. 

The  Chairman.  What  evidence  is  there  of  it  having  been  written 
recently  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Why,  it  is  a  fresh  piece  of  note  paper,  and  no 
date  to  it,  and  it  appears  in  a  woman's  hand,  and  then  it  is  signed  by 
Donahue. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  not  in  any  woman's  hand,  Senator.  I  resent 
that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  all  in  one  hand. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  not  in  your  handwriting? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  it  is  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  whose  handwriting  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  Mr.  Donahue's  handwriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  the  whole  receipt  in  Mr.  Donahue's  hand- 
writing? 

Mr.  mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  looks  to  me  like  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  have  Mr.  Donahue's  signature  here  in  a 
multitude  of  letters.  There  will  be  no  trouble  about  that,  as  a  matter 
of  course.  Whoever  wrote  that  D  in  the  Word  " dollars"  certainly 
wrote  the  D  in  "  Donahue."  If  that  is  Donahue's  signature,  the  whole 
thing  is  in  Donahue's  handwriting,  beyond  a  peradventure. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  your  opinion. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  expressed  yours. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  I  have  expressed  mine. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  expressed  your  opinion  that  the  principal 
portion  was  in  a  lady's  handwriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  a  different  handwriting  from  the  signature. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  had  better  preserve  that,  and  you  will  have 
to  call  some  handwriting  experts. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  much  of  a  handwriting  expert,  but  I  can 
form  an  opinion  about  it. 

Look  at  A  21,  and  see  if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
James  A.  McDermott. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  John  A..  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  And  did  you  write  the  letter  at  the  date  that  is 
stated  here,  December  5,  1911? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  this  a  carbon  copy  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that: 

(A  21.) 

Baltimore,  Md.,  December  5,  1911. 
Mr.  John  A.  McDermott, 

Organization  Bureau,  United  States  Brewers*  Association, 

9-11  E.  Fifteenth  Street,  N.  Y. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Mack:  Your  very  kind  favor  of  the  2d  was  received  and  carefully 
read,  and  I  thank  you  very  much  for  your  prompt  answer.  I  did  not  know  that  you 
had  consulted  with  Mr.  Gardner  concerning  the  letters  I  sent  to  you  and  him  on  the 
11th  of  last  month.  If  I  had  I  should  have  written  to  you  in  a  different  manner  from 
what  I  did,  for  I  was  under  the  impression  you  were  out  of  town  and  did  not  eet  my 
letter.    I  hope  you  will  give  a  full  reply  to  my  last  letter  as  soon  as  you  possibly  can, 
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for  I  am  anxious  to  have  something  to  do  by  the  last  of  this  month,  when  I  leave  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

In  relation  to  the  last  paragraph  of  your  letter,  I  would  much  rather  give  you  the 
information  you  want  verbally  than  to  put  it  on  paper  at  the  present  time.  I  have 
written  to  Mr.  Donohue  concerning  this  matter,  and  he  positively  refuses  to  give  me 
the  names  and  addresses  of  some  of  the  gentlemen  he  did  business  with.  When  I  took 
a  receipt  from  Mr.  Donohue  I  was  in  Maine;  only  got  it  from  him  with  the  under- 
standing I  was  to  show  the  receipt  to  you  and  return  it  to  him  in  a  dayor  two.  I  know 
you  thoroughly  understand  how  touchy  some  of  those  so-called  leaders  in  Maine  are 
concerning  the  United  States  Brewers'  Association,  so  in  order  to  give  you  the  informa- 
tion you  want  I  would  have  to  get  it  from  Donohue  and  others  who  I  had  dealings  with. 

Hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  soon  in  New  York  and  hearing  from  you 
as  soon  as  convenient,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 

Sincerely,  yours,  . 

Was  that  letter  sent  to  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  that  have  reference  to  this  particular  receipt 
that  has  just  been  introduced  in  evidence  and  commented  upon? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  that  the  receipt,  then,  that  was  given  to 
this  gentleman  referred  to  in  the  letter — given  to  him  instead  of 
to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  The  receipt  was  given  to  me,  and  I 
showed  it  to  Mr.  McDermott,  just  as  the  letter  states. 

Senator  Nelson.  Your  letter  would  indicate  that  he  got  a  roceipt. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  I  got  a  receipt? 

Senator  Nelson.  No.  Part  of  the  letter  you  read  would  indicate 
that  ho  got  a  receipt. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it  again. 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  just  the  last  part  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  as  follows: 

When  I  took  a  receipt  from  Mr.  Donahue  when  I  was  in  Maine,  the  only  got  it— 

The  word  "the"  should  be  "I,"  undoubtedly— 

from  him  with  the  understanding  I  was  to  show  the  receipt  to  you  and  return  it  to 
him  in  a  day  or  two. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  MulhalTs  letter? 

Senator  Reed.  MulhalTs  letter  to  him. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  took  it  to  be  the  other  man's  letter. 

Did  you  show  this  receipt  to  this  man  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  $500  check  is  dated  April  7  i 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  1909. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee, 
then,  to  this  statement  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Schwedtman 
under  date  of  March  24,  1909,  2570,  2571 : 

Of  course,  I  suppose  Mr.  Watson  would  not  object  to  being  given  some  financial 
aid  toward  pushing  this  measure  through.  He  told  me  confidentially  to-day  that  his 
finances  were  in  bad  shape  and  that  if  he  remained  in  Washington  that  he  would  not 
object  to  our  people  helping  him  to  work  upon  this  measure. 

Now  I  pass  to  April  6,  a  letter  of  Mulhall  to  Schwedtman,  in  which 
he  says : 

So  after  my  interview  with  Mr.  Miles  he  instructed  me  to  see  Mr.  Watson  as  soon  as 
I  possibly  could,  so  1  found  Mr.  Watson  at  the  Capitol  yesterday  morning,  and  he  told 
me  that  he  had  done  a  lot  of  work  upon  our  bill  for  the  two  days  that  I  had  been  gone. 
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Now  I  read  from  the  letter  of  Col.  Mulhall  to  Schwedtman  of  the 
same  date  as  the  check,  that  is  to  say,  April  7,  1909; 

Mr.  Watson  is  very  anxious  to  get  Mr.  Miles  out  of  town  so  as  to  stop  the  parties 
who  have  been  running  to  the  President,  the  Speaker,  and  the  leaders  of  the  House, 
who  are  fighting  our  bill  and  Miles  as  well.  Mr.  Fassetttold  me  to-day  that  Mr.  Miles 
is  doing  us  more  harm  than  good,  and  I  am  beginning  to  agree  with  Watson  that  it 
would  be  just  as  well  for  Mr.  Miles  to  work  on  the  outside  for  eight  or  ten  days.  Of 
course  Mr.  Watson  is  very  slow  to  talk  plainly  to  Mr.  Miles,  but  he  says  he  is  anxious 
to  get  our  bill  through  before  he  goes  to  Indiana,  and  he  says  there  is  no  use  of  his 
staying  here  under  tne  circumstances,  and  is  talking  about  leaving  for  his  home  in 
the  near  future. 

I  intimated  to  Mr.  Miles  some  time  ago  that  Mr.  Watson  ought  to  be  given  some- 
thing for  his  expenses,  but  Mr.  Miles  has  not  given  much  consideration  to  that  sug- 
gestion, and  Watson  told  me  this  morning  that  he  does  not  wish  to  appear  here  as  a 
lobbyist  or  get  the  name  of  being  one,  but  he  would  like  to  help  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and 
the  leaders  of  the  association,  but  he  feels  that  he  can  not  stay  here  more  than  a  few 
days  longer,  as  he  will  be  compelled  to  go  home  and  take  up  his  law  practice,  so  that 
he  can  be  in  a  position  to  get  on  his  feet.  I  made  this  fact  very  plain  to  Mr.  Miles 
over  a  week  ago,  and  the  committee  that  was  in  session  here  on  last  Tuesday  and 
Wednesday  week  took  some  action  on  this  matter  and  left  it  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Miles,  but,  as  I  stated  in  the  fore  part  of  this  letter,  he  has  not  acted  upon  the 
suggestions  made. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  to  whom  did  you  pay  the  $500  that 
you  got  on  that  check  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  gave  it  to  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  the  New  Willard  Hotel  in  this  city. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  long  after  you  had  drawn  it  from  the  bank 
in  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  carried  the  money  there  the  day  I  carried 
it  from  the  bank,  or  the  next  morning:  either  the  7th  or  8th  of  April. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  day  you  drew  it  from  the  bank  or  the  next 

day? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  it  to  Mr.  Miles? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  any  rate,  you  gave  him  the  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  drew  the  money  from  the  bank  at  the 
date  of  the  check,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.     I  will  not  say  that  positively. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  thought  you  said  you  and  Lulu  Mulhall  were 
both  in  the  bank  at  the  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  from  the  nature  of  the  check,  or  from  the 
check  being  a  desk  check,  I  should  judge  I  was  in  the  bank  with  her. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  that  you  drew  the  money  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  say  just  on  that  date.  It  might  be  that 
date  or  the  next  morning. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  not  later  than  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  believe  it  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  Either  that  day  or  the  next  morning? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  then  you  loaned  that  same  money  here  in 
the  Willard  Hotel,  that  day  or  the  next  day,  to  Mr.  Miles  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  was  he  to  pay  it  back  to  you  ? 
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Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  any  specified  time  then, 
Senator,  but  I  believe  I  got  the  money  back  in  a  couple  of  weeks 
afterwards. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  he  did  pay  you  the  money  back  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  did  that  money  come  from  originally? 
Was  it  your  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  my  earnings. 

Senator  Nelson.  Your  earnings ) 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  savings,  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  Mr.  Miles  is  still  living  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Miles  is  a  director  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  was  chairman  of  the  tariff  com- 
mission— I  mean  of  the  Tariff  Board — at  that  time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  May  I  ask  you  to  ask  the  witness  if  he  understands 
that  Mr.  Miles  paid  Mr.  Watson  the  $500  that  he  loaned  him  ? 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Miles  pay  Mr.  Watson  the  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  So  I  was  told  by  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Watson,  and  I 
believe  by  Mr.  Emery. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Why,  then,  did  the  witness  state  on  his  direct 
examination  that  he  borrowed  $20  from  Mr.  Emery,  and  that  Mr. 
Emery  pursued 'him  for  two  weeks  in  an  attempt  to  get  the  money 
repaid  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Becauso  I  stated  at  that  time  that  I  only  brought 
that  amount  of  money,  and  it  was  so  I  would  not  be  out  of  money 
entirely. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Why  did  the  witness  sav  on  his  direct  examina- 
tion that  he  took  $20  from  Mr.  Emery  to  make  the  $500  paid  to  Miles  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Read  my  testimony  on  that,  Senator,  and  you  will 
find  this  gentleman  is  asking  something  I  did  not  testify  to. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  the  testimony  as  follows : 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  be  permitted  to  suggest  that  the  witness  be 
instructed  to  produce  his  check  at  some  future  hearing? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  say  this,  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Reed.  Just  one  moment.  I  suggest  that  thin  committee  is  holding  an 
investigation.  There  are  no  attorneys  present,  and  if  I  have  my  way  there  will  not 
be  any  present. 

******  * 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  Mr.  Mulhall  should  be  required  to  produce  this  check. 

Senator  Reed.  Who? 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall.    1  understand  he  says  he  gave  his  check. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator  Nelson,  1  did  not  say  I  gave  a  check.  I  say  I  loaned  $500 
to  Mr.  Miles.  It  was  cash.  1  believe  the  stub,  though,  of  the  check  book,  when  I 
got  the  money  out  of  the  bank — the  Citizens'  Savings  Bank  of  Baltimore — will  show 
that  I  drew  the  money  there,  but  the  money  was  carried  over  here  in  cash. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  a  right  to  correct  any  statement  that  you  made,  Mr. 
Mulhall. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  did  make  that  statement,  I  am  correcting  it  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  your  statement: 

11  The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself  on  the  bank  and 
loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles. " 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  see  any  check  mentioned  in  that.  Those  people  never 
wanted  checks  there,  one  way  or  the  other.  When  they  come  to  their  own  checks— 
they  kept  no  books — and  that  will  show  pretty  plain  for  their  counsel  to  fully  explain. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Mulhall,  explain  now  you  got  the  $500. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  $500  was  in  the  German  Savings  Bank  in  Baltimore.    I  drew 

the  money  out  myself  and  carried  it  over  here  and  turned  it  over  to  Mr.  Miles  in 

cash.    As  I  stated,  I  borrowed  $20  from  Mr.  Emery  so  I  would  have  that  money  in 

■jjfty  pocket.    I  gave  him  the  $500  complete.    Mr.  Emery  chased  me  lor  two  weeto 

e  I  paid  that  money  back.    He  was  a  little  alarmed  that  he  would  not  get  it 
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The  statement  as  to  which  he  is  to  be  interrogated  evidently  is 
this: 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself  on 
the  bank,  and  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles,  because  Mr.  Miles  stated  that  he  did  not  have 
the  money,  and  they  had  not  collected  the  money.  I  borrowed  $20  from  Mr.  Emery 
because  that  was  about  all  the  money  that  I  had  in  cash  at  the  time. 

That  is  to  say,  the  $500  was  about  all  the  money  he  had  in  cash  at 
that  time,  and  thereupon  he  borrowed  $20  from  Mr.  Emery,  having 
turned  over  the  $500. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  reference  I  had  in  mind. 
I  think  there  is  an  earlier  reference,  where  he  says  Emery  was  for 
two  weeks  pursuing  him.     I  may  be  wrong  about  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Please  quote  the  testimony. 

Mr.  McCarter.  If  I  could  look  at  the  record,  perhaps  I  could 
find  it. 

The  Chairman.  Find  what  you  want,  and  we  will  ask  the  question. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  not  very  important.  The  witness  himself 
may  afterwards  voluntarily  locate  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Very  good;  I  will  not  take  the  time  to  find  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  not  think  it  important. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Very  well;  I  will  not  take  the  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Because  there  is  his  statement  that  coincides  with 
his  present  statement. 

I  will  hand  you  A22,  and  will  askyou  if  that  is  a  letter  which  you 
received  from  Congressman  W.  B.  Wilson,  now  Secretary  of  Labor? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  testified  the  other  day  that  you  had  had  some 
conversation  with  Mr.  Wilson,  and  I  think  you  testified  that  you  had 
some  letter  from  him.  Does  this  letter  have  reference  to  the  con- 
versation about  your  correspondence  with  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  Committee  on  Labor,  William  B.  Wilson,  chair- 
man, and  is  as  follows: 

(A22.) 

House  op  Representatives, 

Committee  on  Labor, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  9,  1911. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Sir:  Referring  to  my  conversation  with  you  on  Thursday,  the  7th  inst., 
when  you  stopped  me  in  the  hallway  of  the  gallery  floor  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  intimated  that  you  had  become  disgusted  with  your  present  employment; 
that  vour  wife  had  become  insane  because  of  the  things  you  had  been  required  or 
asked  to  do  by  the  manufacturers'  association;  that  you  had  in  your  possession  docu- 
mentary and  other  evidence  showing  conspiracies  to  destroy  the  reputation  and 
standing  of  Samuel  Gompers  and  others  prominent  in  the  labor  movement;  that  you 
had  resigned  your  employment  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  to 
take  effect  January  1st,  1912;  and  that  you  desired  a  private  and  confidential  inter- 
view with  me  in  order  that  you  might  inform  me  of  the  evidence  you  have  in 
your  possession,  but  knowing  the  unscrupulous  methods  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  and  other  similar  associations  you  have  been  identified  with  you 
ask  as  a  condition  of  giving  this  information  that  you  be  protected  by  the  labor  or- 
ganizations for  at  least  one  year  (the  latter  statement  being  interpreted  by  me  to 
mean  that  the  labor  organizations  should  pay  your  salary  for  the  time  specified),  I 
desire  to  say  that  I  have  given  the  matter  careful  consideration. 
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I  am  not  an  officer  of  a  labor  organization  at  the  present  time  and  have  not  been  for 
the  past  three  years.  I  would  have  no  authority  to  make  any  arrangement  such  as  you 
suggest  relative  to  protecting  you  for  one  year,  and  even  if  I  did  have  authority  to 
make  such  an  arrangement  it  looks  to  me  so  much  like  offering  a  bribe  to  a  witness 
that  I  would  not  if  I  could  secure  information  under  such  circumstances. 

Knowing  Mr.  Gompers  as  I  do,  I  am  satisfied  that  he  would  take  the  same  position. 
Having  this  viewpoint,  I  take  the  liberty  of  suggesting;  to  you  that  if  you  are  in  earnest 
about  desiring  to  furnish  this  information  to  assist  Mr.  Gompers  in  uncovering  die 
conspiracies  which  have  been  organized  and  are  being  conducted  to  destroy  him  and 
the  labor  movement  you  go  direct  to  Mr.  Gompers,  without  conditions,  laying  the 
facts  you  have  in  your  possession  before  him  so  that  he  may  have  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  the  source  from  which  he  is  being  attacked  and  the  unscrupulous  methods 
employed. 

If,  under  these  circumstances,  you  desire  me  to  arrange  a  private  interview  between 
Mr.  Gompers  and  yourself,  either  with  or  without  my  presence,  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

A.  W.  W.  B.  Wilson. 

I  read  that  letter  because  I  thought  in  justice  to  Mr.  Wilson  and 
Mr.  Gompers,  and  everybody  else  concerned,  it  ought  to  be  read. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Mr.  Mulhall  has  brought  up  two  or  three  files  of 
letters,  which  arrived  here  this  morning.  I  have  been  unable  to 
examine  them,  but  these  two  or  three  letters  that  I  have  read  were 
picked  out  and  handed  to  me  by  him.  I  make  this  statement  to  the 
committee,  and  if  it  meets  with  the  committee's  approval  I  will 
have  these  letters  looked  over,  and  if  they  pertain  to  the  controversy, 
order  them  printed  and  have  them  here  so  that  they  will  be  before  the 
committee  when  we  meet  again. 

The  Chairman.  Have  they  been  identified  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  they  will  have  to  be  identified  by  number. 

The  Chairman.  It  might  save  us  keeping  Mr.  Mulhall  here. 

Senator  Reed.  It  will  not  take  long  to  identify  them  in  bulk,  and 
the  committee  may  want  to  ask  questions  about  them.  I  do  not 
know  what  is  in  them. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  to  the  committee  that  I  have  found 
several  letters  that  I  think  are  more  important  than  any  letters  that 
I  have  brought  before  the  committee  up  to  the  present  time.  Since 
the  committee  adjourned  on  last  Friday  I  have  worked  very  hard, 
with  two  others,  to  go  through  15  files,  and  I  have  produced  letters 
here  that  will  verify  every  statement,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  about 
my  trip  to  Maine,  and  which  apparently  this  organization  thoroughly 
denies  that  they  have  any  knowledge  of  that  fact  at  all.  I  have  got 
documents  here,  signed  by  themselves,  showing  that  they  had  Full 
knowledge  of  that  lact. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  committee  will  examine  them. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  merely  brought  all  of  these  letters  and  turned 
them  over  to  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  turn  them  over  to  the  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  The  only  important  thing  is  that  I  want  the 
opinion  of  the  committee  as  to  whether  we  had  better  have  these  letters 
printed,  as  we  had  the  others.  I  will  say  frankly  that  I  do  not 
want  to  have  to  read  them  all  between  now  and  to-morrow  morning, 
because  I  could  not;  but  if  I  find  they  relate  generally  to  this  sub- 
ject, I  think  they  should  be  printed. 

The  Chairman.  How  many  letters  are  there  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judgje  about  500. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  are  going  to  have  somebody  look  them  overt 
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Senator  Reed.  I  will  have  one  of  the  clerks  look  them  over,  and 
see  if  they  relate  to  the  subject. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  propose  to  print  any  letters  that  do 
relate  to  it  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  introduce  also,  in  connection  with  these 
letters,  a  photograph  of  how  I  looked  in  1910. 

Senator  Reed.  That  may  help  some  of  these  gentlemen  who  have 
forgotten  you. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  be  permitted  at  this  time  to 
make  a  short  statement  that  seems  to  me  to  be  particularly  germane, 
I  think  it  is  four  or  five  weeks  ago  to-day  that  1  arrived  in  Washing 
ton,  somewhat  strange  and  unused  to  proceedings  anywhere  except  in 
a  court  room.  I  have  learned  a  good  deal,  and  I  have  listened  with  a 
good  deal  of  interest  to  the  testimony  that  has  been  introduced  here. 
At  my  suggestion,  with  the  hearty  cooperation  of  my  clients,-that  is, 
the  official  end  of  my  clients,  who  are  four  or  five  thousand  in  number, 
we  have  put  into  the  charge  of  this  committee  every  letter  and  docu- 
ment that  is  in  our  possession,  covering  our  corporate  life,  notwith- 
standing the  resolution  under  which  this  committee  is  operating  is 
expressly  confined  to  current  legislation  now  pending  before  the  Sen- 
ate. Some  three  of  these  weeks  have  been  spent  in  listening  to  evi- 
dence concerning  strike  breaking  and  what  not,  in  Philadelphia,  in 
1906,  and  in  St.  Louis  in  1907,  which  has  seemed  to  us  to  be  utterly 
ungermane  to  the  matter  with  which  your  honorable  committee  has 
been  charged.  * 

As  I  say,  we  cheerfully  did  this,  because  we  courted  an  investiga- 
tion, and  that  is  still  our  frame  of  mind ;  but  I  do  not  think  anybody 
will  deny  that  we  have  frankly  and  candidly  and  generously,  with  our 
clerks  from  New  York,  with  file  clerks  from  St.  Louis,  with  our  book- 
keepers, with  our  whole  office  force  practically  at  your  command, 
given  you  everything  that  we  could  to  aid  you  m  your  investigation. 

Speaking  for  myself  and  for  my  clients,  therefore,  I  was  amazed,  in 
view  of  the  attitude  that  we  had  assumed  and  carried  out  for  these 
four  weeks,  to  read  in  the  New  York  World  of  Saturday  morning  last 
an  apparently  authorized  statement  from  the  majority  of  this  com- 
mittee to  the  effect  that  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  only  one 
witness  has  been  examined,  and  he  only  partially  cross-examined, 
the  three  majority  members  of  this  committee  have  reached  a  con- 
clusion with  regard  to  the  results  of  this  investigation;  and  I  desire 
on  behalf  of  my  clients  at  this  time  to  be  permitted  to  read  publicly 
what  perhaps  some  one  has  not  seen,  namely,  what  purport  to  be 
three  authorized  interviews  between  three  members  of  tnis  committee 
and  a  correspondent  of  the  New  York  World,  which,  if  I  interpret 
them  correctly,  are  statements  by  the  majority  of  this  committee 
that  say  theyliave  decided  this  case  before  we  have  put  a  witness  on 
the  stand,  before  they  have  heard  a  word  in  our  behalf;  and  it  does 
seem  to  me  to  be  such  an  extraordinary  display  of  the  absence  of 
every  element  that  should  enter  into  an  investigation,  that  while  we 
want  this  investigation  to  continue,  and  while  it  now  appears  that 
more  letters  are  to  be  introduced,  it  is  fair  at  least  that  this  association, 
composed  of  four  or  five  thousand  respectable  busmesa  txvrkvaA  \fc\N&. 
country,  constituents,  gentlemen,  of  tnis  coTnxm\Afcfc,\is^  *\>\fc»sX»  *% 
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suspension  of  judgment  from  the  members  of  the  committee  until 
all  the  evidence  is  in  and  everybody  may  be  heard. 

I  refer,  first,  to  the  interview  in  quotation  marks,  published  in  the 
New  York  World  of  Saturday,  August  2,  between  Senator  James  A. 
Reed  and  the  interviewer.  If  this  is  authorized — and  it  is  in  quota- 
tion marks 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  know  just  how  this 
gentleman  breaks  in  here  to  deliver  a  lecture  to  the  committee.  If 
the  committee  or  any  of  its  members  is  not  acting  properly,  it  is 
responsible  to  the  United  States  Senate,  and  it  is  not  to  this  gentle- 
man, and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  do  not  intend  to  listen  to  any 
lecture  from  him. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  asking  permission  to 
deliver  a  lecture. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  you  are  pretty  nearly  trespassing  upon  the 
ground  of  delivering  a  lecture,  if  not  a  tirade,  and  I  think  I  perfectly 
understand  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  made. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  am  asking  for  fair  play. 

Senator  Reed.  You  will  probably  get  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  am  asking  that  this  committee  remain  a  com- 
mittee of  investigation  until  the  investigation  finishes. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  not  read  the  article,  but  you  shall  have  fair 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  that  this  appears  in  the 

Fublic  press,  and  if  Mr.  McCarter  is  not  to  be  allowed  to  read  it,  that 
shall. 

The  Chairman.  Oh,  no  one  is  objecting  to  it.     I  suppose  Senator 
Reed  objected  to  his  manner  and  method  of  reading  it. 
Senator  Nelson.  Read  the  whole  interview. 

Mr.  McCarter.  This  is  an  interview  dated  at  Washington,  August 
1.     It  is  a  special  to  the  World  and  reads  as  follows: 

Washington,  August  /. 

How  members  of  the  Senate  lobby  committee  regard  the  Mulhall  disclosures. 
By  Senator  Thomas  J.  Walsh,  of  Montana: 

Then  in  quotation  marks  is  the  following: 

A  great  effort  is  being  made  to  belittle  the  disclosures  made  by  attacking  Mulhall, 
but  what  the  country — the  world — wants  to  know  is  whether  or  not  the  documentary 
evidence  supports  the  charges  made  against  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
The  position  of  Mulhall  is  analogous  to  that  of  an  accomplice  making  a  confession  for 
the  otate. 

Regardless  of  what  is  said  of  him,  the  fact  remains  that  a  great  light  has  been  shed 
on  the  pernicious  activities  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  the 
New  York  World  has  done  the  people  of  the  United  States  a  great  service  by  discover- 
ing Mulhall  and  opening  up  the  matter  that  he  has  produced. 

As  to  legislation  to  prohibit  practices  of  the  kind  resorted  to  by  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers,  I  think  we  have  seen  enough  to  convince  almost  anyone  that 
some  law  to  regulate  lobbying  must  be  enacted  by  Congress. 

I  do  not  think  that  Mulhall  has  done  anvthing  to  dissipate  the  opinion  that  he 
created  early  in  the  investigation  as  a  man  of  extravagant  statements  and  an  exagger- 
ated opinion  of  his  own  efforts,  but  the  opinion  of  Mulhall  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
disclosures  that  have  been  made  by  the  letters,  telegrams  and  other  documents  put 
in  evidence. 

That  ends  the  quotation. 
Then  follows  this : 

By  Senator  James  A.  Reed  of  Missouri: 

"As  I  look  at  the  matter,  Mulhall  was  the  conduit,  by  which  the  disclosures  wen 
**e  case  rests  on  the  letters  and  other  paoer*-  T3p  to  \&\a\»xa»  the  Mulhall 
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story  has  not  been  broken  down.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  carried 
out  Mulhall's  suggestions  and  Mulhall  carried  out  its  plans. 

"The  attempt  to  show  that  Mulhall  did  not  actually  pay  over  the  money  for  results 
he  was  directed  to  secure  does  not  help  the  matter  any.  If  the  association  O.  K'd 
his  work  and  his  accounts  it  does  not  help  to  say  that  Mulhall  knocked  down  the 
money. 

"When  the  Camorra  of  Sicily  sent  out  men  to  commit  murder  and  paid  for  the 
killing,  whether  it  was  done  or  not,  the  society  was  guilty  of  propagating  murder. 
So  in  this  case.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  sent  Mulhall  out  to  influ- 
ence legislation  and  break  strikes,  <fec,  and  paid  him  for  his  services. 

"If  the  association  can  show  that  Mulhall  perjured  himself  the  organization  is 
then  left  in  a  bad  way." 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  not  correct.  I  will  correct  that.  What  I 
said  was: 

If  the  association  can  not  show  that  Mulhall  has  perjured  himself  the  organization 
is  then  left  in  a  bad  way. 

Mr.  McCaeter.  Of  course  I  am  not  responsible  for  the  misquota- 
tion of  the  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  am  not  responsible  for  it  either.  That  is  a 
typographical  error  or  an  omission,  and  I  am  not  criticizing  the  news- 
paper, but  I  say  that  one  sentence  is  a  mistake,  because  it  reads  the 
opposite  of  what  I  meant  to  say  and  did  say. 

Mr.  McCarter.  To  continue,  the  next  is  as  follows: 

By  Senator  L.  S.  Overman,  chairman,  of  North  Carolina: 

"The  documents  produced  by  the  World  and  identified  by  Mulhall  have  thrown 
light  on  the  efforts  that  have  been  made  by  certain  interests  for  years  to  influence  and 

Sromote  legislation  at  Washington.  Those  accused  may  say  what  they  please  about 
[ulhall,  but  he  brought  the  goods — the  documents  speak  for  themselves. 
"The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  can  not  discredit  Mulhall  after  it 
kept  him  in  its  employ  for  ten  years  and  after  it  accepted  his  recommendations  and 
acted  upon  them.  If  Mulhall  is  the  worst  type  of  man  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  can  not  deny  that  he  was  theirs  until  recently.  The  officers  of ,  that 
organization  can  not  get  away  from  that  important  fact. 

The  Mulhall  disclosures  show  to  the  American  people  just  what  has  been  going  on 
here  for  a  long  time.  They  show  up  the  invisible  and  underground  influences  of 
certain  men  and  interests,  whether  for  good  or  bad." 

Those  are  the  quotations  from  the  World.  We  respectfully  ask  of 
this  committee  that  those  communications  be  spread  upon  the  record, 
that  the  committee  be  respectfully  urged  not  to  form  a  judgment  in 
advance  of  hearing  a  single  witness  that  the  association  proposes  to 
produce,  and  the  committee  be  urged  further  not  to  reach  a  conclusion 
before  we  have  been  heard.  We  have  been  here  voluntarily  at  great 
inconvenience  for  four  weeks,  without  subpoena,  ready  to  tell  our  story 
when  the  time  comes,  and  we  respectfullv  request  that  the  committee 
do  not  publish  through  the  New  York  Worla,  so  that  it  will  be  sent 
broadcast  throughout  the  world,  in  advance  of  hearing  a  word  from 
us,  what  appears  to  be  their  conviction,  that  we  are  guilty  as  charged. 

The  Chairman.  The  reporter  will  spread  the  interview  on  the 
record.  What  I  am  quoted  as  having  said,  I  suppose  is  substantially 
true,  although  part  or  it  is  not  exactly  as  I  stated  it.  I  do  not  think 
counsel  should  feel  that  this  is  a  prejudgment  of  the  facts.  All  that 
is  stated  is  that  the  letters  show  for  themselves,  whether  for  good  or 
bad,  that  there  have  been  here  on  the  part  of  certain  interests  efforts 
to  promote  or  to  defeat  legislation. 

That  is  shown,  I  said,  from  certain  documents,  no  matter  what 
Mr.  MulhalFs  character  may  be.  It  may  be  good  or  it  may  be  h**k\ 
he  may  be  the  vilest  man  on  earth;  yet  the  lett&ra  ^n^n  \>aaXV^^^a* 
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in  the  employ  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  there 
was  an  effort  made,  either  for  good  or  for  bad — as  to  that  I  express 
no  opinion — to  influence  legislation.  I  express  no  opinion  as  to 
whether  it  was  corrupt  or  not,  as  far  as  my  interview  is  concerned. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  say  that  with  the  exception  of  the  line 
that  I  corrected,  the  statement  as  published  in  the  World,  and  as  read 
by  Mr.  McCarter,  is  substantially  what  I  said,  although  not  quite 
what  I  said.  Commenting  upon  this  matter,  I  stated  in  substance 
that  Mr.  Mulhall  was  an  unimportant  figure  in  the  matter,  except  that 
he  brought  the  letters  and  that  the  case  rested  upon  the.  letters,  and 
I  added  in  substance  this,  that  if  the  letters  were  disproven,  that,  of 
course,  would  put  a  different  face  upon  the  matter.  In  doing  that  I 
prejudged  no  man's  case.  My  mind  has  been  just  as  open  to  having 
these  letters  disproven  as  any  man's  mind  could  be.  However,  it  is 
not  to  be  forgotten  that  counsel  have  sat  here  and  have  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  cross-examination,  and  have  not  challenged  a  single  signa- 
ture of  any  one  of  their  officers,  and  those  signatures  are  attached  to 
numerous  letters  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  Mr.  MulhalPs  letters. 
Neither  has  the  accuracy  of  any  copy  or  purported  copy  of  a  letter 
been  challenged  here.  In  addition  to  that,  while  I  have  not  examined 
in  detail  the  letters  produced  by  the  Manufacturers'  Association,  I 
have  compared  a  number  of  original  Mulhall  letters  that  we  obtained 
from  the  Manufacturers'  Association  with  the  copies  produced  by 
Mulhall,  and  in  each  instance  have  found  the  copy  ana  the  original 
to  correspond. 

Under  those  circumstances,  and  in  view  of  the  constant  iteration 
and  reiteration  from  interested  parties  of  the  statement  that  Mulhall 
has  not  been  telling  the  truth,  it  seemed  to  me  entirely  proper  to  say 
that  this  case  did  not  rest  upon  his  testimony,  but  rested  upon  the 
documents. 

I  might  have  added,  if  I  had  wanted  to  be  unpleasant  about  it, 
that  I  would  take  the  statement  of  no  witness  who  came  in  the  char- 
acter of  an  informer,  unless  that  statement  were  substantiated;  but 
if  he  does  bring  in  the  letters,  and  if  you  do  not  deny  these  letters,  then 
in  that  phase  of  the  matter,  I  say  no  Senator  is  to  be  criticized  for 
having  expressed  an  opinion  upon  the  evidence,  as  far  as  it  was  in. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  desire  to  say  anything  else,  Mr.  McCarter? 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  a  little  puzzled  to  understand 
just  exactly  what  it  is,  in  the  interview  attributed  to  me,  which  is  not 
altogether  accurate,  that  should  give  rise  to  this  criticism,  but  I  under- 
stand that  Mr.  James  E.  Watson  has  something  to  say  in  a  communi- 
cation sent  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to-day,  and  I  suppose 
we  ought  to  have  that,  as  well,  read  at  this  time. 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  here  is  a  letter  wliich  I  received  this  morning, 
and  which  I  think  it  is  proper  to  read  at  this  time: 

Washington,  D.  C,  August  3,  191$. 
Hon.  Lee  S.  Overman, 

Chairman  Lobby  Investigating  Committee, 

United  Suites  Senate,  City. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Obeying  your  subpoena,  I  came  to  this  city  four  weeks  ago 
to-day  to  testify  at  such  time  as  your  committee  might  designate. 

On  the  22nd  ult.,  not  having  been  called,  I  wrote  you  and  urged  you  to  permit 
me  to  testify  in  order  that  I  might  be  able  to  look  after  my  affairs  and  to  fill  my  Chau- 
tauqim  engagements. 
On  the  23rd,  in  response  thereto,  you  wrote  me  ie\easK\!&mfc  tram  your  subpoena. 
And  from  further  attendance  upon  your  committee. 
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On  the  24th,  I  responded  that,  inasmuch  as  a  large  number  of  letters  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  committee  relating  to  my  campaign  for  the  governorship  of  Indiana 
and  to  my  subsequent  career  in  and  out  of  Congress,  I  would  not  consent  to  leave 
here  without  giving  my  views  on  the  various  propositions  involved  and  asking  you  to 
kindly  give  me  an  early  opportunity  to  appear  before  your  committee. 

Since  that  time  I  patiently  waited  until  last  Saturday,  when  I  was  notified  that  I 
might  have  an  opportunity  to  testify  on  Monday,  August  4th,  at  11  o'clock. 

I  was  indeed  glad  of  the  opportunity  thus  afforded  and  fully  intended  to  take 
advantage  of  the  chance  thus  offered,  and  for  which  I  had  so  long  waited,  when  my 
attention  was  called  to  three  signed  statements  published  in  the  New  York  World 
last  Saturday  morning  which  have  altered  my  purpose  and  which  constrain  me  to 
withdraw  my  request  to  be  heard  by  your  committee. 

These  statements,  which  bear  all  the  marks  of  authenticity,  are  as  follows: 

"Washington,  Aug.  1. 

"  How  members  of  the  Senate  lobby  committee  regard  the  Mulhall  disclosures. 

" By  Senatcr  Thomas  J.  Walsh  of  Montana: 

"  *  A  great  effort  is  being  made  to  belittle  the  disclosures  made  by  attacking  Mulhall, 
but  what  the  country — the  world — wants  to  know  is  whether  or  not  the  documentary 
evidence  supports  the  charges  made  against  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers. The  position  of  Mulnall  is  analogous  to  that  of  an  accomplice  making  a  con- 
fession for  the  state. 

'"Regardless  of  what  is  said  of  him,  the  fact  remains  that  a  great  light  has  been 
shed  on  the  pernicious  activities  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and 
the  New  York  World  has  done  the  people  of  the  United  States  a  great  service  by 
discovering  Mulhall  and  opening  up  the  matter  that  he  has  produced. 

'"As  to  legislation  to  prohibit  practices  of  the  kind  resorted  to  by  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  I  think  we  have  seen  enough  to  convince  almost  any- 
one that  some  law  to  regulate  lobbying  must  be  enacted  oy  Congress. 

'"I  do  not  think  that  Mulhall  has  done  anything  to  dissipate  the  opinion  that  he 
created  early  in  the  investigation  as  a  man  of  extravagant  statements  and  an  exag- 
gerated opinion  of  his  own  efforts,  but  the  opinion  of  Mulhall  has  nothing  to  do  witn 
the  disclosures  that  have  been  made  by  the  letters,  telegrams  and  other  documents 
put  in  evidence.* 

"By  Senator  James  A.  Reed,  of  Missouri: 

"  'As  I  look  at  the  matter.  Mulhall  was  the  conduit  by  which  the  disclosures  were 
made,  but  the  case  rests  on  the  letters  and  other  papers.  Up  to  this  time  the  Mulhall 
story  has  not  been  broken  down.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  carried 
out  Mulhall's  suggestions  and  Mulhall  carried  out  its  plans. 

"  'The  attempt  to  show  that  Mulhall  did  not  actually  pay  over  the  money  for 
results  he  was  directed  to  secure  does  not  help  the  matter  any.  If  the  association 
O.  K'd  his  work  and  his  accounts  it  does  not  help  to  say  that  Mulhall  knocked  down 
the  money. 

"  'When  the  Camorra  of  Sicily  sent  out  men  to  commit  murder  and  paid  for  the 
killing,  whether  it  was  done  or  not,  the  society  was  guilty  of  propagating  murder. 
So  in  this  case.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  sent  Mulhall  out  to 
influence  legislation  and  break  strikes,  etc.,  and  paid  him  for  his  services. 

"  'If  the  association  can  show  that  Mulhall  perjured  himself  the  organization  is 
then  left  in  a  bad  way. ' 

"By  Senator  L.  S.  Overman,  chairman,  of  North  Carolina: 

"  'The  documents  produced  by  the  World  and  identified  by  Mulhall  have  thrown 
light  on  the  efforts  that  have  been  made  bv  certain  interests  for  years  to  influence 
and  promote  legislation  at  Washington.  Those  accused  may  say  what  they  please 
about  Mulhall,  but  he  brought  the  goods — the  documents  speak  for  themselves. 

"'The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  cannot  discredit  Mulhall  after  it 
kept  him  in  its  employ  for  ten  years  and  after  it  accepted  his  recommendations  and 
acted  upon  them.  If  Mulhall  is  the  worst  type  of  man  the  rational  Association  of 
Manufacturers  cannot  deny  that  he  was  theirs  until  recently.  The  officers  of  that 
organization  cannot  get  away  from  that  important  fact. 

"  'The  Mulhall  disclosures  show  the  American  people  just  what  has  been  going  on 
here  for  a  long  time.  They  show  up  the  invisible  and  underground  influences  of 
certain  men  and  interests,  whether  for  good  or  bad.'  " 

These  interviews  require  no  interpretation.  They  plainly  state  that  a  majority  of 
the  members  of  your  committee  witnout  waiting  to  make  a  formal  report  voluntarily 
rushed  into  print  to  render  a  decision  and  to  pronounce  judgment,  before  a  single 
witness  for  the  defense  was  heard  and  before  one  syllable  of  rebutting  testimony  waa 
offered. 
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I  submit  that  you  have  pre -judged  my  evidence.  You  have  passed  on  its  character 
and  sufficiency  without  having  heard  it,  for,  while  you  do  not  specifically  mention  my 
name,  yet  you  have  privately  determined  and  publicly  announced  that  Mulhall  hat 
made  his  case  and,  as  one  of  your  members  states  it,  even  "if  the  association  can  show 
that  Mulhall  perjured  himself,  the  organization  is  then  left  in  a  bad  way."  I  have  no 
connection  with  the  "organization,"  but  these  statements  make  it  clear  that,  even  if  I 
were  to  prove  Mulhall  to  oe  a  perjurer,  yet  my  case  would  not  be  helped,  for  you  your- 
selves have  said  so,  and  in  saying  so  have  already  rendered  the  verdict  and  have 
already  pronounced  the  judgment. 

Therefore,  Senators,  it  would  in  my  judgment  be  farcical  for  me  to  appear  before 
your  committee  to  give  testimony  in  this  case,  for,  no  matter  what  my  evidence  might 
be,  you  have  so  strongly  foreshadowed  your  report  and  so  unerringly  forecast  your 
decision  that  I  could  not  hope  to  change  either  or  to  make  any  impression  whatever 
upon  your  minds. 

The  only  object  I  could  possibly  have  in  testifying  would  be  to  give  your  com- 
mittee my  side  of  the  case,  my  version  of  the  story  with  a  view  to  securing  a  favorable 
consideration  of  my  testimonv  and  a  favorable  finding  at  your  hands;  but,  where  the 
finding  has  already  been  made,  and  where  it  is  announced  that  the  case  has  already 
been  determined  and  that,  in  substance,  no  matter  what  evidence  may  be  adduced 
in  rebuttal,  it  can  not  avail  to  influence  the  minds  of  the  committee  and  can  not  pos- 
sibly alter  the  predetermined  decision,  then  for  me  to  testify  under  such  conditions, 
would  surely  be  flying  against  the  wind,  would  indeed  be  worse  than  useless. 

I  much  prefer  to  take  my  case  to  another  tribunal  where  I  hope  and  believe  the  law 
will  be  impartially  administered  and  the  evidence  impartially  weighed,  and  where  the 
jury  will  "refrain  from  coming  to  any  conclusion  until  all  the  evidence  shall  have  been 
heard." 

Therefore,  Senators,  without  intending  any  discourtesy,  much  less  offense,  to  the 
members  of  your  committee  either  individually  or  collectively,  I  respectfully  with- 
draw my  request  to  appear  before  your  committee  at  this  time. 
\  ery  truly  yours, 

James  E.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  As  incident  to  all  of  this,  and  as  throwing  a  little 
side  light  on  the  views  of  these  gentlemen  in  regard  to  Congress  and 
Members  of  Congress  and  men  m  public  life,  since  they  are  so  ex- 
tremely sensitive,  I  desire  to  read  now  an  extract  or  two  from  a  docu- 
ment which  has  been  printed  by  the  House,  and  which  comes  from  the 
correspondence  furnished  by  this  association.  This  is  a  letter  to 
John  Kirby,  evidently  written  by  Mr.  Emery,  and  it  is  letter  H.  R.  38. 
That  letter  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

I  returned  to  find  things  in  status  quo,  save  that  Mr.  Wilson  has  reported  from  the 
House  Labor  Committee  a  bill,  which  was  expected  to  be  reported  when  I  left.  Mr. 
Nunemacher  was  to  tell  you  all  about  this,  but  yourself  and  Bird  did  not  show  up  for 
the  commerce  meeting,  so  I  assume  you  are  not  familiar  with  it.  You  know  that  for  the 
past  nine  weeks  our  Democratic  members  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  have  been  be- 
tween the  devil  of  Gompers  and  the  deep  pea  of  business  protest  against  the  legislation 
which  they  had  voted  out  of  committee,  but  could  neither  frame  a  report  to  vindicate 
nor  gather  the  courage  to  report  to  the  House.  Becoming  impatient,  our  labor  friends 
got  a  new  bill,  the  effect  of  which  is  to  exempt  labor  organizations  from  the  Sherman 
Act  and  prevent  the  issuance  of  injunctions  to  protect  what  it  terms  "personal  rights," 
which  is  the  old  story  of  defining  the  ri^ht  to  work,  etc.,  as  personal  rights  and  there- 
fore not  protectable  by  a  writ  of  injunction,  which  our  labor  friends  say  is  only  to  pro- 
tect property  rights,  and  these  not  being  propertv  rights  "by  definition"  are  not  to 
be  protected.  Mr.  Bartlett,  of  Georgia,  introduced  this  bill  in  the  House,  and  Senator 
Bacon,  of  the  same  State,  in  the  Senate.  Now  comes  the  game.  The  bill  was  referred 
to  the  House  Committee  on  Labor  instead  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  at  Mr.  Bartlett's 
request.  I  called  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  aroused  Mr.  Clayton's  ire  and  he 
sought  to  secure  a  re-reference,  to  which  Mr.  Bartlett  objected.  Mr.  Clayton  was 
compelled  to  leave  for  Alabama  and  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  abandoned 
the  fight. 

On  the  Senate  side  we  fared  better,  for  while  the  bill  was  referred  at  Senator  Bacon's 

request,  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor  instead  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  the 

Judiciary  Committee,  whom  I  got  after  immediately,  have  now  put  their  finger  on  it. 

On  the  House  side  the  expected  happened.    It  was  almost  absurd  to  think  of  dis- 

cussing  constitutional  questions  oi  so  grave  &  nature  before  the  House  Committee 
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on  Labor.  Nevertheless  I  requested  to  be  heard  and  the  request  was  denied.  Im- 
mediately thereafter  Mr.  Wilson  and  his  distinguished  conferees  gravely  put  their 
highly  cultivated  legal  minds  together  and  reported  this  bill.  H.  K.  23189.  The 
report  which  accompanies  the  bill  is  interesting.  It  consists  01  Mr.  Wilson's  speech 
on  injunctions  before  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  and  liberal  excerpts  from 
what  1  recognize  as  the  profound  legal  contributions  of  Justice  Gompers  and  Associate 
Justice  Andrew  Furusetn,  constituting  the  supreme  court  of  labor,  a  long-established 
appellate  branch  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  I  inclose  a  copy  of  this 
celebrated  report.  The  bill  now  goes  to  the  House  Calendar  and  there  will  be  some 
warm  doings.    I  shall  have  a  bulletin  out  on  this  interesting  document  shortly. 

Here  I  omit  some  more  of  the  letter  and  go  on  as  follows: 

By  a  strictly  party  vote  the  majority  agree  upon  and  vote  a  bill  out  of  committee 
which  they  are  unable  to  vindicate  by  a  report  and  take  to  the  House.  Thereupon  a 
more  vicious  bill  is  referred  to  a  committee  without  a  lawyer,  personally  without  any 
equipment  of  any  kind  or  character,  for  the  consideration  of  such  a  measure,  and  it  is 
solemnly  reported  and  put  up  to  the  House,  having  been  in  the  committee  for  four 
days,  no  argument  having  been  heard  thereon,  and  error  and  ignorance  clinging  to  the 
report,  accompanying  the  bill  like  burrs  to  a  beggar's  rags.  Now  perhaps  some  of  our 
business  friends  will  wake  up  when  they  see  the  ways  greased,  down  which  can  be  slid 
any  legislation  which  organized  labor  desired  to  put  up  to  a  cowardly  Congress.  If  a 
bill  like  this  can  be  referred  to  the  Labor  Committee  there  is  not  any  measure,  irre- 
spective of  its  title  or  character,  that  can  not  likewise  be  so  referred.  This  committee 
can  become  a  catchall  for  any  demand  that  organized  labor  cares  to  put  up  to  Congress. 
I  am  sure  the  more  you  reflect  upon  this  the  more  you  can  realize  the  character  of  the 
situation  created. 

Imagine  a  Department  of  Labor,  the  cabinet  post  filled  by  Gompers  or  one  chosen  at 
his  dictation  or  suggestion,  perhaps  a  prominent  Civic  Federationist  like  Mr.  Low,  in 
which  case  the  gentleman  would  be  entirely  surrounded  by  those  who  knew  what  they 
wanted  and  how  to  get  it,  and  all  the  powers  of  government  behind  a  universal  smelling 
organization  of  inspectors,  dipping  into  every  form  of  business  and  making  any  kind  of 
an  inquiry  or  investigation  which  Mr.  Gompers  found  necessary,  convenient  or  helpful. 
The  time  is  almost  at  hand  when  the  16th  amendment  will  provide  for  the  possession  of 
a  union  card  by  the  President. 

We  may  be  able  to  bring  about  an  interesting  clash  of  interests  between  the  Judiciary 
Committee  and  the  House  Labor  Committee.  Mr.  Clayton  is  pretty  well  stirred  up 
over  the  attempt  to  get  this  bill  out  of  the  way  because,  I  have  it  on  most  excellent 
authority,  the  bill  passed  by  the  House  is  to  be  the  basis  of  a  plank  in  the  Democratic 
platform. 

There  are  about  100  letters  hero  that  are  full  of  that  sort  of  matter, 
but  I  just  want  to  give  the  committee  one  or  two  more  choice  samples 
of  it. 

It  is  an  utter  waste  of  time  to  undertake  to  reply  individually  to  the  views  of  all 
the  Democrats  in  Congress.  I  know  from  personal  experience  that  there  are  a  large 
number  whose  bigotries  and  prejudice  on  the  subject  of  Federal  courts  entitled  them 
to  a  personal  refuge  in  a  judicial  asylum  for  the  legally  insane. 

Here  is  a  pleasant  reference  to  the  Secretary  of  State : 

I  note,  by  the  way,  your  reference  to  a  letter  from  C.  W.  on  the  question  of  a  protest 
over  the  appointment  of  Wilson.  A  protest  on  this  subject  is  a  mere  waste  of  breath 
and,  on  the  whole,  I  am  inclined  to  think  the  whole  purpose  of  this  department  will 
be  shown  up  quicker  with  the  unions  in  control  of  it  than  in  any  other  way.  Gompers 
will  run  it  characteristically  with  a  high  hand,  and  if  the  whole  thing  does  not  smell 
to  heaven  within  a  year  I  shall  be  very  much  astonished.  By  that  time  Democratic 
simplicity  will  probably  mean  a  union  label  on  the  White  House  stationery  and 
the  President  conferring  with  the  waiters'  union  over  the  appointment  of  his  steward. 
At  present  we  have  nothing  more  startling  in  Jeffersonian  simplicity  than  the  news 
that  Mrs.  Bryan  is  making  a  new  suit  for  the  Secretary  of  State  and  that  cakes 
and  ginger  ale  will  be  served  at  the  dinner  for  the  British  ambassador.  Toothpicks 
will,  of  course,  be  an  after  dinner  course  at  all  Cabinet  receptions  and  the  demand 
for  dress  suits  will  be  confined  to  waiters  in  the  hotels. 

The  Chairman.  Who  wrote  that  letter  ? 
Senator  Reed.  Evidently  Mr.  Emery. 
Mr.  MoCaeter.  There  is  no  proof  of  that. 
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» 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  any  signature  to  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  read. 

Mr.  Emery.  May  I  say  a  word  at  this  time  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  House  of  Representatives  got  Mr.  Emery's 
files,  he  sending  them  there.  They  sent  us  these  copies  from  his  files, 
and  I  take  it  there  can  be  no  question  that  they  are  copies  of  his 
letters. 

Mr.  Emery.  In  view  of  the  circumstances,  I  think  if  the  committee 
Wants  to  prove,  by  the  prejudice  it  discloses,  its  entire  disqualification 
for  further  investigation,  the  Senator  from  Missouri  supplies  the 
evidence. 

I  am  a  witness  as  well  as  counsel  in  these  proceedings.  In  the 
course  of  the  evidence  here  on  the  stand  I  have  been  Accused  of  many 
Berious  oiTcnses.  I  have  made  a  respectful  protest  against  the  giving 
of  an  interview  expressing  conclusions  of  members  01  the  committee, 
during  the  progress  of  what  we  deem  to  be  a  semijudicial  proceeding. 
We  have  turned  over  to  the  committee  all  the  letters  m  our  pos- 
session, and  have  left  them  for  you  to  read.  We  had  supposed  that 
before  you  announced  your  conclusions,  or  gave  evidence  of  the 
bias  of  your  minds,  you  would  hear  the  explanation  of  those  letters, 
as  they  are  usually  explained  by  the  writer,  and  identified  by  him. 
Never  can  I  remember  to  have  heard,  in  the  course  of  a  very  brief 
experience,  it  is  true,  and  I  am  sure  never  in  the  experience  of  the 
distinguished  lawyers  who  sit  on  this  committee  have  they  heard, 
a  judge  sitting  on  the  bench  pick  up  such  evidence  as  happened  to 
strike  his  fancy,  ascribe  it  to  the  witness  to  whom  he  wished  to 
ascribe  it,  and  in  his  name  read  fragments  of  letters  for  the  purpose 
of  proving  the  contention  he  states. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  deny  that  you  wrote  these  letters? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  the  regular  course  ought  to  be  pursued. 
I  do  not  think  these  letters  ought  to  be  read  until  we  identify  them 
with  Mr.  Emery  on  the  stand. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  submit  to  you  in  all  fairness  that  if  I  could  be  per- 
mitted to  road  the  correspondence  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  and 
selec  t  sin  h  fragments  of  it  as  suited  my  purpose,  I  might  find  many 
things  to  his  discredit,  if  he  was  given  no  opportunity  to  explain. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  ever  see  a  letter  that  I  wrote,  in  my  life? 

Mr.  Emery.  Never,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  do  not  mean  to  say  you  know  anything 
about  it,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Not  at  all,  sir.  I  am  simply  objecting  to  the  mode 
of  the  presentation 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  had  better  pursue  the  regular  course. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  permit  me 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  have  a  right  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  proved  by  so  notorious  an  individual  as  Tom 
Paine,  at  a  very  early  period  in  our  history,  that  the  scriptures  might 
be  shifted  to  suit  the  meaning  of  a  commentator,  so  as  to  prove  almost 
anything  he  pleased.  It  was  said  by  one  who  commented  on  that 
method  of  logic  that  if  you  should  read  from  the  New  Testament, 
"and  Judas  went  and  hanged  himself, "  and  then  read  from  another 
place  where  it  said  "Go  thou  and  do  likewise,"  you  <^uld  thereby 
show  scriptural  approval  oi  seli-destruction.    So  when  the  Senator 
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takes  from  my  correspondence  an  expression  from  one  letter  here, 
and  another  statement  there,  written  in  confidence  to  gentlemen  who 
are  merely  personal  friends,  and  without  the  opportunity  for  explana- 
tion reads  them  into  this  record,  you  have  a  method  of  procedure 
which  may  unquestionably  put  me  in  something  other  than  the  most 
favorable  light.  But  I  assume  that  when  men  read  letters,  the  writer 
is  permitted  to  identify  those  letters;  and  when  it  is  assumed  that  this 
body,  representing  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  is  making  a  semi- 
judicial  investigation,  as  you  gentlemen  have  frequently  said  you 
want  to  do,  we  have  a  right  to  expect,  before  you  <5harge  us  with 
offenses,  that  fragments  of  our  correspondence,  surrendered  by  us 
without  subpoena,  shall  not  be  used  to  our  disadvantage  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  creating  prejudice  because  we  protest  when  members 
of  this  committee  who  are  in  the  majority  express  what  we  conceive 
to  be  a  prejudgment  of  our  case.  You  are  all  lawyers,  and  you 
know  what  your  opinion  would  be  of  any  judge,  sitting  in  any  court 
in  Christendom,  wno,  in  the  case  of  a  man  accused  of  the  pettiest 
offense  for  which  he  could  be  tried  before  that  court,  would  get 
down  off  the  bench  after  the  taking  of  the  testimony  of  one  witness, 
and  submit  himself  to  a  public  interview  in  which  he  declared  his 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  evidence  already  submitted.  It  would 
indeed  be  a  strange  proposition — — 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  are  entitled  to  be  heard.  I  do  not 
think  the  letters  ought  to  be  read,  and  I  will  hear  you  in  reference 
to  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  You  are  taking  your  own  conclusions 

The  Chairman.  We  have  agreed  that  the  letters  shall  not  be  read 
at  this  time,  and  that  is  all  there  is  before  us. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  want  to  say  one  thing  further,  that  you  are  drawing 
conclusions  from  things  on  which  we  did  not  have  the  opportunity 
of  cross-examination.  You  gentlemen  restricted  our  cross-examina- 
tion. You  compelled  us  to  put  it  into  very  narrow  compass.  We 
could  not  follow  up  the  witness's  answers  with  interrogatories,  as 
is  ordinarily  done  in  cross-examination. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  say  that  you  shall  have  the  fullest  hearing. 
The  committee  have  not  prejudged  your  case,  and  you  shall  have 
the  most  complete  and  full  hearing. 

Mr.  Emery.  All  right,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  heard  your  protest  now. 

Mr.  Emery.  Wo  protested  against  those  interviews,  and  that  is 
all;  and  in  response  to  that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  proceeded  to 
read  scraps  from  my  letters,  without  identification. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  letters  that  have  not  been  identified 
ought  to  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  those  letters  simply  to  show  the  spirit  of 
the  criticism  which  was  made  this  morning,  and  that  is  all.  And  if 
the  gentleman  is  ready  to  say  now  that  he  did  not  write  the  letters 
that  I  read  from,  I  will  withdraw  them;  and  if  he  is  not  ready 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator,  I  wrote  every  line  of  them,  and  I  will  justify 
^very  line  if  you  will  give  mo  an  opportunity. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  no  further  need  of  proof.  You  can  form 
your  own  conclusion  as  to  what  they  mean. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  understand  that  these  are  going  in. 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  care  anything  about  that.  I  wrote  every 
word  of  those  letters.  At  least  I  assume  I  did.  I  assume  that  the 
Senator  read  them  correctly.  You  have  them  in  your  possession. 
Whether  anything  has  been  added  to  them  I  do  not  Know. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  stand  adjourned  until 
to-morrow  morning,  and  after  we  hear  Senator  Foraker  we  will  be 
glad  to  hear  the  Manufacturers'  Association,  and  to  take  them  up 
next. 

(At  1.05  o'clock  p.  m.  the  committee  adjourned  until  Tuesday, 
August  5,  1913,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 


TUESDAY,  AUGUST  5,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
The  subcommittee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present,  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
Cummins. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Charles  E.  Lit- 
tlefield,  from  Interlaken,  Switzerland,  dated  July  22,  1913,  in  which 
he  asks  to  be  heard,  and  denies  many  of  the  Mulhall  charges.  This 
letter  will  be  printed  in  the  record. 

(The  letter  referred  to  is  here  printed  in  full,  as  follows:) 

LlTTLEFIELD  EXHIBIT  No.  1. 
[Hotel  Jura,  Interlaken,  E.  Boti-Buhler,  Propr.J 

Interlaken,  den  July  SBnd,  1913. 
Hon.  Lee  Overman, 

U.  S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  understand  that  you  are  the  chairman  of  the  committee  before  which 
Mr.  Mulhall'a  statement  either  has  been  or  will  be  made.  On  my  arrival  at  Lucerne 
on  the  12th  1  received  his  statement,  and  a  cable  stating  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
of  the  Senate  desired  to  know  whether  I  would  appear  before  the  committee  on  the  8th 
of  July  without  a  summons.  As  soon  as  I  could  get  a  code  to  translate  the  cable,  I 
cabled  my  son  as  follows:  "Not  one  dollar  was  used  for  any  improper  purpose,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  my  campaign  with  my  consent,  approval  or  knowledge.  Mulhall  8 
statement  grotesquely  absurd  and  untrue.  Will  appear  before  committee  on  my 
return.  Neither  Mulhall  nor  association  ever  influenced  or  attempted  to  influence 
my  action  on  any  subject.  Have  no  recollection  of  New  York  trip,"  which  cable  I 
herewith  confirm.  On  account  of  an  error  in  transcribing  at  this  end  its  delivery 
was  delayed  a  day  or  two. 

Before  leaving  New  York,  on  account  of  the  great  difficulty  of  getting  transporta- 
tion to  the  United  States  at  this  season  of  the  year,  unless  engaged  in  advance.  I 
engaged  and  paid  for  the  homeward  passage  of  my  party  (my  wife,  daughter,  and  a 
lady  friend)  for  Aug.  16.  I  do  not  know  what  Mr.  Mulhall  or  other  parties  may  have 
stated  before  the  committee,  but  if  the  statements  are  anything  like  those  Mr.  Mulhall 
purports  to  have  made  to  the  World,  I  wish  to  be  heard  before  the  com.  or  such  sub. 
com.  as  it  may  arrange  for.  I  will  appreciate  it  if  the  committee  will  arrange  so  that 
I  can  be  heard  as  soon  after  my  return  as  I  am  able  to  see  and  examine  such  statements 
as  may  relate  to  me,  and  if  need  be,  refresh  my  recollection  in  relation  thereto.  Seven 
years  have  elapsed  since  the  campaign  referred  to,  and  the  statement  in  the  World  it 
the  first  time  I  ever  heard  it  claimed  that  the  acts  alleged  as  to  the  conduct  of  the 
campaign  and  the  contributions  of  the  N.  A.  M.  ever  occurred.  Mr.  Mulhall's  attack 
upon  me  is  no  doubt  inspired  by  the  fact  that  I  instructed  the  N.  A.  M.  not  to  send 
him  into  mv  district  again,  and  information  given  by  me  to  them  relative  to  some 
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political  activities  of  his  last  year,  which  resulted  in  a  severe  reprimand  to  him,  and 
probably  largely  contributed  to,  if  it  did  not  cause,  his  discharge. 

My  address  until  I  sail  will  be  Paris,  c/o  American  Express  Co.,  112  Rue  Scribe. 

Trusting  that  arrangements  will  be  made  so  that  I  can  be  heard,  I  am, 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

C.  E.  LlTTLEFIELD. 

In  reply  to  that,  I  addressed  to  Mr.  Littlefield  the  following  letter: 

LlTTLEFIELD  EXHIBIT  No.  2. 

August  4,  1913. 

Hon.  C.  E.  LlTTLEFIELD, 

11  Pine  Street,  New  York  City. 

My  Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  of  July  22nd,  from  Interlaken,  is  just  received,  and  lam 
writing  you  at  New  York  as  there  will  hardly  be  time  for  a  letter  to  reach  you  before 
you  sail. 

If  the  committee  has  not  concluded  its  hearings  when  you  reach  the  United  States, 
we  will  of  course  be  glad  to  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  appear  before  us  and  make  a 
statement.    The  matter  can  doubtless  be  arranged  upon  your  return. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

Lee  S.  Overman,  Chairman. 

Mr.  Emery,  you  gave  me  the  names  of  a  number  of  witnesses.  I 
have  not  subpoenaed  them,  because  I  did  not  want  them  here  at 
Government  expense  before  they  were  required.  I  am  now  ready  to 
issue  subpoenas  for  them  to  attend  here  at  any  time  you  desire  them. 
Do  vou  wish  to  revise  that  list  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  view  of  the  evidence,  Senator,  we  would  like  to  look 
over  the  list,  so  that  we  may  not  put  anyone  to  unnecessary  incon- 
venience. 

The  Chairman.  The  clerk  will  give  that  list  to  Mr.  Emery  and  let 
him  revise  it,  and  I  will  subpoena  the  witnesses  at  any  time  they  are 
desired. 

TESTIMONY  OF  JOSEPH  B.  FOBAKER. 

(The  witness  was  sworn  by  the  chairman.) 

The  Chairman.  Senator,  you  indicated  to  me  that  you  would  like 
to  make  a  statement  before  this  committee.  The  committee  will 
be  glad  to  hear  you  now,  sir. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Inasmuch  as  I  am  here,  if  the  committee  will  indulge 
me,  there  are  a  number  of  matters  to  which  1  should  like  to  make 
answer. 

First,  before  coming  to  the  point  where  I  desire  to  answer  Mr.  Mul- 
hall  or  any  of  his  statements,  I  remind  the  committee  that  I  sent  to 
the  chairman  of  this  committee  a  telegram,  which  appears  in  the 
record  of  these  hearings  at  page  1664,  saying  that  I  had  never 
requested  Mr.  Wilbur  F.  Wakeman  to  come  to  Cincinnati  to  see  me 
on  any  subject. 

That  telegram  was  prompted  by  a  letter  which  the  newspapers 
reported  had  been  read  into  the  record  here,  from  a  Mr.  Palmer,  I 
think  it  was.     That  is  my  recollection. 

The  Chairman.  Truman  H.  Palmer,  a  witness  in  the  sugar  inquiry  t 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  is  my  recollection.  It  is  a  letter  addressed  to 
Henry  T.  Oxnard,  and  is  to  be  found  at  page  1461  of  this  record. 
The  language  to  which  I  refer  occurs  in  that  letter.  Referring  to 
Mr.  Wakeman  it  says: 

From  here  he  went  to  Cincinnati  at  Foraker's  request  to  me^llaix^^^T^\»^«s'3«aA. 
and  back  to  New  York. 
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I  have  stated  in  my  telegram  to  the  chairman  that  I  never  made 
any  such  request  of  Mr.  Wakeman ;  that  I  did  not  know  he  had  ever 
been  in  Cincinnati;  that  I  certainly  had  never  met  him  there;  and 
that  instead  of  favoring  what  he  was  by  that  letter  indicated  as  fav- 
oring, namely,  a  tariff  on  the  products  of  our  insular  possessions  com- 
ing into  the  United  States,  particularly  sugar  and  tobacco  from  the 
Philippines,  I  had  always  favored  as  near  an  approach  as  possible  to 
free  trade  between  the  United  States  and  our  insular  possessions. 

Although  a  thorough  protectionist,  and  believing  m  a  protection 
high  enough  to  protect  when  it  comes  to  outside  peoples,  I  believe 
when  wo  take  possession  of  the  islands  of  the  sea,  or  any  other  coun- 
try, we  ought  to  recognize  that  wo  have  become  responsible  for  them, 
and  ought  to  give  them  a  market  as  a  substitute  for  the  market 
of  which  we  deprive  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  you  allow  me  to  say  in  this 
connection  that  I  can  attest  the  correctness  of  everything  the  Senator 
has  said  in  that  respect.  I  served  with  him  on  the  Senate  committee, 
and  I  know  that  was  his  view,  as  it  was  mine. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes.  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  Senator  for  mak- 
ing that  statement.  I  want,  however,  before  leaving  the  matter,  to 
refer  to  the  Congressional  Record,  so  that  anyone  reading  the  record 
of  this  hearing,  and  not  having  the  knowledge  that  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  has,  can  nevertheless  find  proof  of  that  fact.  I  made  a 
number  of  speeches  on  the  subject.  I  am  not  going  to  quote  the 
speeches,  and  only  desire  to  cite  the  dates  on  which  they  were  made, 
so  that  the  speeches  may  be  found  in  the  Record.  I  made  those 
speeches  on  February  24,  1902,  February  14,  1903,  and  March  3, 
1903. 

These  citations  will  show  that  repeatedly  I  spoke  in  the  Senate,  as 
shown  by  the  Congressional  Record,  in  favor  of  a  low  tariff  on  tobacco 
and  sugar,  and  particularly  on  sugar  coining  from  the  Philippine 
Islands,  in  order  that  we  might  give  them  a  market  here  in  the  United 
States. 

The  first  law  passed  on  that  subject  provided  a  duty  which  was  75 
per  cent  of  the  Dinglcy  rate.  I  contended  that  it  ought  to  be  only 
25  per  cent,  and  I  remember  now  that  Senator  Nelson  was  of  the 
same  opinion;  and  this  duty  was  solely  for  the  benefit  of  the  Phil- 
ippine Islands,  in  order  that  they  might  have  a  revenue,  for  it  was 
covered  back  into  their  treasury.  The  reduction  of  the  duty*  was 
made  that  they  might  have  a  market  and  have  prosperity. 

We  established  the  same  general  principle  in  the  Porto  Rico 
legislation. 

Senator  Nelson.  While  you  refer  to  that,  permit  me  to  say,  to 
refresh  your  memory,  that  the  first  Porto  Rico  bill,  which  I  think 
was  prepared  by  the  administration,  was  for  free  trade,  and  you  and 
I  were  both  in  fnvor  of  the  bill,  but  the  administration  changed  front 
and  provided  for  a  small  duty.     You  remember  that? 

Mr.  Foraker.  The  Senator  is  not  entirely  correct  about  that, 
according  to  my  recollection.  I  drew  the  Porto  Rico  bill  myself, 
every  word  of  it,  and  I  made  it  a  free-trade  bill  because  I  wanted  to 

five  them  the  benefit  of  our  market.     I  did  not  see  why  Porto  Rico, 
eing  suddenly  deprived  of  her  market  in  Spain,  should  not  be  given 
£s  a  substitute  a  market  in  the  United  States.     I  thought  she  was 
entitled  to  the  same  free  trade  that  Indiana  and  Illinois  and  Iowa 
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enjoy  with  the  rest  of  the  States  of  the  Union.     But  I  have  said 
enough  about  that  subject. 

Now,  without  stopping  to  turn  to  the  page  of  the  record  in  which 
the  testimony  is  reported,  I  will  remind  the  committee  that  you  had 
on  the  stafid  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  David  Lamar.  I  made  his 
acquaintance  about  as  he  stated.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  he 
spoKe  of  me  in  two  connections,  first,  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
tne  Union  Pacific  Railroad,  and  secondly,  in  connection  with  the 
litigation  against  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  to  enjoin  it  from 
receiving  the  vote  of  the  stock  held  by  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  held  in  contravention  of  the  Sherman  anti- 
trust law  and  could  not  be  legally  voted  in  the  election  of  directors. 

Speaking  in  a  general  way,  he  is  correct  as  to  both  matters.  But 
he  stated  in  the  first  instance  that  when  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
was  about  to  be  brought  to  sale,  it  had  been  agreed  that  it  should  be 
sold  for  the  first-mortgage  bonds,  and  $28,000,000,  to  be  applied  on 
account  of  the  subordinate  claim  of  the  Government,  and  that  he, 
representing  Mr.  Russell  Sage,  and  some  others,  thought  that  was 
an  unreasonably  low  price.  I  mean  there  was  to  be  paid  $28,000,000 
over  and  above  the  first-mortgage  lien;  that  was  all  the  Government 
was  to  get  on  its  claim  of  $58,000,000.  He  states  that  he  retained 
me  to  prevent  the  road  being  sold  at  that  figure. 

The  fact  about  that  is  that  in  the  latter  part  of  September,  1897 — 
about  September  28 — I  received  a  telegram  from  a  couple  of  gentle- 
men who  had  formerly  lived  in  Ohio,  who  were  then  living  in  New 
York,  Messrs.  Megrue  and  Haskell,  asking  me  to  come  at  once  to 
New  York  on  important  legal  business.  I  did  not  know  until  I  got 
there  what  the  business  was.  I  fix  that  date  by  the  fact  that  my 
son  happened  to  be  in  New  York  at  the  time,  and  I  find  in  my  letter- 
book  a  copy  of  a  telegram  I  sent  to  him,  telling  him  I  had  received 
a  telegram  of  this  kind,  and  that  I  was  leaving  on  a  certain  train,  and 
for  him  to  remain  there  until  I  arrived. 

I  went  to  New  York  and  called  on  Megrue  and  Haskell  at  their 
place  of  business,  No.  30  Broad  Street,  and  was  there  introduced  to 
Mr.  David  Lamar.  I  had  never  before  seen  him  or  heard  of  him. 
He  told  me  that  he  represented  Mr.  Russell  Sage  and  a  number  of 
other  gentlemen  in  connection  with  Union  Pacific  matters,  and  that 
an  agreement  had  been  made,  as  I  knew,  to  sell  the  road,  and  that  a 
decree  had  been  entered  and  an  order  of  sale  had  been  issued,  and  that 
a  reorganization  committee  of  first-mortgage  bondholders  had  agreed 
to  pay  the  price  mentioned,  and  these  gentlemen  thought  that 
would  cut  the  Government  out,  as  it  would,  of  a  large  amount  of 
money,  and  that  they  thought  the  road  ought  to  sell  For  enough  to 
make*  the  Government  whole,  and  that  they  stood  prepared  to  bid 
that  amount,  and  wanted  me  to  help  bring  about  a  condition  of  things 
that  would  result  in  the  road  selling  for  enough  money  to  pay  the 
Government  debt  in  full. 

I  told  him  I  could  not  accept  the  employment,  because  the  case 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  Attorney  General,  ana  that  ne  was  abundantly 
able  to  take  care  of  it  and  did  not  need  my  help,  but  that  I  could  go 
home  by  way  of  Washington,  and  would  do  so,  as  a  matter  of  duty 
rather  than  employment,  and  tell  the  Attorney  General  what  they 
had  informed  me,  that  parties  stood  ready  to  bid  ts\ot<&  \]a»x^  ,0aa 
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sum  it  was  understood  the  road  was  to  sell  for  and  enough  more  to 
save  the  Government  from  loss. 

In  accordance  with  that  promise  I  did  stop  at  Washington  on  my 
way  home,  and  saw  the  then  Attorney  General,  Mr.  McKenna,  now 
an  Associate  Justice  of  the  Supreme  CJourt  of  the  United  States,  and 
told  him  Just  what  they  had  told  me.  According  to  my  present  recol- 
lection, I  thought  from  the  way  Mr.  McKenna  talkea  with  me  that 
he  had  probably  heard  something  of  the  matter  before.  At  any  rate, 
what  I  told  him  seemed  to  strengthen  him  in  the  idea  that  they 
might  be  able  to  get  more  for  the  road  than  they  had  been  expecting 
to  get. 

To  make  the  record  show  what  the  situation  was,  I  should  state 
that  Attorney  General  Harmon,  after  he  became  Attorney  General, 
retained  as  special  counsel  in  the  case  former  Gov.  Hoadly,  of  Cin- 
cinnati, who  acted  as  special  counsel  with  respect  to  this  matter. 

It  appears  from  the  record  that  they  had  agreed  with  the  reorgani- 
zation committee,  which  was  composed  of  first-mortgage  bondholders, 
that  they  would  sell  the  property,  making  the  Government  a  party 
so  as  to  give  a  good  title.  There  had  been  a  controversy  as  to  whether 
the  Government  could  be  made  a  party  so  as  to  cut  off  its  second  lien. 
They  had  agreed  that  they  would  enter  the  appearance  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, if  the  committee  would  agree  to  bid  $45,000,000  over  and 
above  the  first-mortgage  bonds,  which  amount  would  go  to  the  credit 
of  the  Government  on  its  second  lien  for  the  $58,000,000. 

Before  I  was  called  to  New  York  they  had  for  some  reason  raised 
this  to  $50,000,000.  There  had  been,  I  think,  some  criticism  of  the 
arrangement;  but  at  any  rate  they  had  raised  it  to  $50,000,000. 
After  I  had  been  to  New  York,  and  after  I  stopped  off  here  and  told 
Attorney  General  McKenna  about  it,  he  instructed  Gov.  Hoadly  to 
make  a  motion  to  postpone  the  date  of  the  sale.  When  he  did 
that,  this  reorganization  committee  very  promptly  came  forward  and 
raised  the  bid  to  $58,000,000.  I  am  spealdng  in  round  numbers.  It 
may  have  been  $58,200,000  or  $58,300,000,  or  something  like  that. 

They  raised  it  to  the  exact  amount  necessary  to  pay  the  Govern- 
ment in  full  with  6  per  cent  interest,  including  sinking  fund  and 
everything  else. 

So  that  instead  of  our  action  resulting,  as  Mr.  Lamar  testified,  in 
an  advancement  of  the  price  from  $28,000,000  to  $58,000,000,  it 
resulted  in  the  price  being  raised  from  $50,000,000  to  $58,000,000. 
I  am  speaking  all  the  while  in  round  figures. 

The  complete  report  of  this  whole  matter  will  be  found  in  the 
report  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  for  1897.  At 
page  3  of  this  report  is  found  a  report  by  Gov.  Hoadly,  signed  "George 
Hoadly/'  and  it  gives  all  that  I  have  tried  to  state,  in  a  more  elaborate 
wav  than  I  have  taken  time  to  state  it. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Mr.  Lauterbach  then  a  partner  of  Gov. 
Hoadly  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes;  he  was  then  his  partner. 

I  came  here,  among  other  reasons,  because  of  a  sense  of  duty  to  the 
dead  rather  than  to  myself.  So  far  as  I  know,  there  is  not,  in  all  that 
has  been  said  in  this  investigation,  anything  that  reflects  on  me; 
either  my  integrity  as  a  man  or  as  a  legislator.  But  that  is  one  thing 
I  wanted  to  correct.  Gov.  Hoadly  had  not  agreed  to  sell  that  road 
for  $28,000,000  when  it  would  bring  $58,000,000,  as  it  did.    Gov. 
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Hoadly  was  a  very  able  lawyer,  and  a  very  capable  and  high-minded 
man  in  every  way-  a  thorough  gentleman,  and  conscientious  in  every- 
thing he  did.  I  knew  him  perhaps  better  than  anybody  else  here 
knew  him,  and  that  is  the  reason  I  take  occasion  to  say  this,  for  he  is 
dead  and  can  not  speak  for  himself.  He  agreed  to  sell  the  road 
tentatively  for  $45,000,000.  That  is,  when  I  say  tentatively,  that 
they  would  make  tne  Government  a  party  and  the  Government  lien 
would  be  cut  off  if  they  would  come  forward  and  bid  $45,000,000: 
but  before  the  time  I  had  anything  to  do  with  it  that  bid  was  raised 
to  $50,000,000  and  then  it  was  raised  to  $58,000,000.  Gov.  Hoadly 
continued  as  special  counsel  until  the  matter  was  closed.  This  report 
shows  he  drew  the  final  entry  and  that  the  whole  amount  due  to  the 
Government,  with  6  per  cent  interest,  was  realized.  I  have  no  right 
to  any  credit  in  connection  with  it,  because  I  declined  to  take  any 
employment  beyond  doing  what  I  thought  it  was  my  duty  to  do, 
simply  telling  the  Attorney  General  about  it. 

The  other  matter  Mr.  Lamar  spoke  about,  namely,  the  suit  against 
the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad,  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for  me 
to  say  anything  about,  unless  some  Senator  desires  to  ask  me  some- 
thing about  it.  It  is  reported  in  122  Federal  Reporter,  at  page  147, 
I  can,  however,  state  in  a  word  the  nature  of  the  case. 

The  Southern  Pacific  Railway  Co.  was  incorporated  under  the  laws 
of  Kentucky.  It  was  therefore  a  citizen  of  that  State  in  a  legal  sense. 
The  Union  Pacific  Railroad  had  acquired  some  $90,000,000  worth  of 
the  stock  of  the  Southern  Pacific,  and  through  that  was  controlling 
the  Southern  Pacific.  As  it  was  claimed  bv  Southern  Pacific  stock- 
holders  that  they  had  been  making  large  expenditures  on  the  Union 
Pacific  and  the  Central  Pacific,  out  of  the  earnings  of  the  Southern 
Pacific;  to  their  damage,  for  they  were  not  receiving  any  dividends 
as  they  claimed  they  ought  to  have  been  receiving.  They  had 
looked  into  the  matter,  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Union  Pacific  was-  a  competing  line — tho  Central  and  the  Union 
together — with  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad;  and  it  was  in  con- 
travention of  the  Sherman  antitrust  law  to  permit  that  control  to 
continue,  and  that  the  Union  Pacific  ought  not  to  bo  allowed  to  vote 
this  stock  wheroby  it  could  elect  a  Union  Pacific  board  to  conduct 
the  affairs  of  tho  Southern  Pacific  Railroad.  They  wanted  the  suit 
brought,  and  wanted  mo  to  assist.  I  did  not  know  of  any  reason 
why  I  should  not  represent  them.  Tho  Government  was  not  inter- 
ested in  tho  matter  in  any  way  whatever. 

Mr.  Lauterbach  came  to  mo  and  retained  me,  and  we  brought  a 
bill  at  Louisville  to  enjoin  the  Union  Pacific — well,  primarily  to 
enjoin  the  Southern  Pacific  from  receiving  the  vote  of  the  Union 
Pacific.  At  once  there  was  a  question  of  jurisdiction  raised.  The 
Union  Pacific  Railroad  was  not  a  citizen  of  Kentucky,  but  of  Utah, 
where  it  was  incorporated,  and  we  could  not  get  service  in  Kentucky. 
My  brief  in  the  case,  which  is  here,  will  show  that  I  took  the  position 
that  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  was  not  a  necessary  but  only  a  proper 

Earty.     We  had  a  right  to  sue  the  Southern  Pacific,  and  must  sue  it  in 
Kentucky. 

The  Chairman.  What  connection,  if  any,  did  Mr.  Lamar  have  with 
that  suit  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  was  going  to  sajr,  in  a  minute,  that  wo  brou&Kt 
that  suit,  and  that  came  on  for  hearing  before  J\x&!g$  Yw^^w  ^  V3^- 
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cinnati,  and  he  granted  a  temporary  restraining  order.  Later  we 
argued  it  at  Nashville,  and  he  then  dissolved  the  restraining  order. 
We  then  took  the  case  on  error  to  the  court  of  appeals,  and  while  it 
was  there  ]>onding  the  parties  in  New  York  settled  the  case.  All  I 
know  about  how  it  was  settled  is  simply  what  I  may  have  read  in  the 
newspapers  at  the  time,  and  I  do  not  remember  now  what  that  was, 
and  could  not  testify  about  it.  I  know  they  instructed  me  to  dismiss 
the  case — that  the  suit  had  been  settled  by  compromise.  When  the 
case  was  put  under  way,  Mr.  Lamar  appeared  with  Mr.  Lauterbach 
and  I  remembered  him  from  this  former  experience. 

Senator  Reed.  If  it  will  not  interrupt  you 

Mr.  Foraker.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  Reed.  On  what  ground  did  the  circuit  court  dismiss  it  t 
Did  it  dissolve  the  injunction  on  jurisdictional  grounds  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  Judge  Lurton? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes.  He  dissolved  it  on  the  jurisdictional  ground 
s'mply.  He  did  not  pass  upon  the  merits  of  the  case.  I  have  here 
my  oral  argument  on  the  question  of  jurisdiction. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wanted  to  understand  that. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes;  he  specially  announced  that  he  did  not  pass  oq 
the  merits.  When  it  came  to  the  merits,  as  it  did  later  in  the  Supreme 
Court,  it  was  held  that  our  contention  was  correct;  and  we  would 
undoubtedly  have  succeeded  in  our  suit  if  it  had  not  been  for  that 
jurisdictional  question. 

With  those  matters  out  of  the  way — and  they  are  all  that  have  been 
brought  to  my  attention  by  the  newspapers — I  come  to  Mr.  Mulhall. 

I  have  known  Mr.  Mulhall  for  a  good  many  years.  I  think  I  first 
got  acquainted  with  him  in  1883,  the  first  time  I  ran  for  governor  of 
Ohio.  He  was  introduced  to  me,  according  to  the  impression  that  is 
in  my  mind — I  could  not  bo  positive  about  it,  but.  this  is  my  impres- 
sion, and  it  is  a  strong  one — by  Col.  A.  L.  Conger,  of  Akron,  Ohio,  a 
prominent  manufacturer  and  citizen  of  our  State,  who  was  active  in 
Republican  politics.  That  is  the  way  I  made  Mr.  MulhalTs  acquaint- 
ance, as  I  remember  it.  I  do  not  remember  anything  special  that  he 
did  in  my  behalf  in  that  campaign,  or,  indeed,  in  any  otner  campaign 
that  I  made  in  Ohio,  although,  from  what  he  says,  I  have  not  any 
doubt  that  he  was  active  in  all  those  campaigns,  for  he  was  regarded 
as  an  active,  energetic,  capable  sort  of  a  man  among  laboring,  wage- 
working  people,  and  a  very  important  man  to  have  on  one's  side  in  a 
political  campaign  in  a  State  where  a  change  of  2  or  3  per  cent 
would  throw  the  result  of  the  election  one  way  or  the  other.  So  I 
never  discouraged  him  from  being  a  supporter  of  mine;  but  I  think  I 
may  safely  say  I  never  specially  encouraged  him,  either.  I  do  not 
remember  that  I  ever  specially  asked  anybody  to  work  in  my  behalf. 
I  .went  before  the  people  and  made  a  campaign  the  best  I  knew  how, 
according  to  the  principles  enunciated  in  our  platform,  and  took  my 
chances  at  the  polls ;  and  so  far  as  any  individual  efforts  are  concerned, 
I  do  not  remember  that  I  ever  solicited  any  from  anybody,  although  1 
may  have  done  so. 

I  was  much  like  everybody  else,  I  think.     When  nominated,  I 

wanted  to  bo  elected,  and  made  the  best  fight  I  could,  and  got  all 

the  votes  I  could.    Mr.  Mulhall  was  known  to  me  during  those  years 

in  a  general  way,  like  ten  thousand  othet  people.    I  had  no  special 
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knowledge  of  him,  and  no  special  relations  with  him.  After  those 
campaigns  were  over  I  lost  sight  of  him,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  recall — 
and  this  testimony  here  has  led  me  to  cudgel  my  mind  very  carefully — 
until  one  day  I  was  coming  over  to  Washington  from  New  York.  I 
had  forgotten  about  this  until  I  was  reminded  of  it  by  Mr.  MulhalTa 
testimony.  I  was  coming  from  New  York,  and  he  met  me  on  the 
train.  Mr.  Mulhall  is  a  very  sociable  man.  He  likes  to  talk.  He 
knows  everything  and  everybody,  all  that  is  going  on,  and  takes 
pleasure  in  telling  it  to  you  from  nis  standpoint.  When  he  gets  on  a 
train,  the  first  thing  he  does  is  to  walk  through  the  train  and  see  if 
there  is  anybody  he  knows,  and  if  he  sees  somebody  he  knows  he 
plumps  himself  down,  if  you  allow  him  to,  and  you  are  elected  for 
that  occasion. 

Well,  in  some  such  way  as  that,  as  I  recall  it,  he  made  himself  known 
to  me  on  that  train.  The  first  thing  he  mentions  in  his  testimony  is 
that  he  wrote  me  a  letter  giving  me  the  route  to  Bombay  Hook  Island, 
Delaware  Bay.  I  had  forgotten  about  that.  I  did  not  know  he  had 
written  any  such  letter  until  I  saw  it  in  the  paper,  and  then  I  saw  his 
testimony,  and  then  I  recalled  it,  in  an  indefinite  way,  as  a  man  is 
likely  to  recall  a  thing  that  happened  9  or  10  years  ago.  I  have  no 
doubt  his  statement  aoout  that  is  correct,  that  he  met  me  on  the  train 
and  I  spoke  to  him  about  Bombay  Hook  Island ;  and  I  can  imagine 
how  that  came  about,  although  I  ao  not  recall  it.  I  never  passed  the 
Delaware  River,  coming  down  from  Philadelphia  to  Wilmington,  that 
I  did  not  think  of  that  island.  My  father  was  born  there,  and  during 
the  last  years  of  his  life  he  was  anxious  to  revisit  the  old  home,  which 
he  left  when  he  was  only  5  years  old,  but  of  which  he  had  a  very 
distinct  recollection  notwithstanding  his  age.  We  had  talked  fre- 
quently about  visiting  the  place  together.  After  my  father  was  dead 
and  gone  I  frequently  thought  that  I  would  go  there  some  day.  So, 
probably  to  have  a  cessation  of  talk  about  politics,  when  we  were 
going  by  there  I  suggested  that  we  were  in  the  vicinity  of  the  home 
of  my  ancestors,  ana  told  him  about  Bombay  Hook  Island.  I  did 
not  Know  just  how  to  get  there,  and  he  says  he  volunteered  to  find 
out  for  me,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  is  true.  He  was  one  of  the  most 
accommodating  men  I  ever  knew,  and  I  thought  he  was  a  well-mean- 
ing, good-natured,  honest  man.  I  did  not  think  at  any  time  that  he 
was  trying  to  impose  on  me,  or  that  he  was  making  any  misrepresen- 
tations. Therefore  I  was  quite  surprised  when  I  saw  in  his  testimony 
some  of  the  things  that  I  will  now  mention.  But  that  is  all  there  is 
of  his  first  talk  with  me  about  Bombay  Hook  Island.  I  probably 
told  him  that  I  would  be  glad  to  know  the  best  route  to  reach  the 
island,  because  I  was  contemplating  a  visit  there.  I  have  not  yet 
had  the  pleasure  of  making  that  visit,  but  I  still  hope  I  may  some  time 
have  the  pleasure  of  making  it. 

Coming  now  to  the  main  part  of  his  testimony,  I  hardly  know  where 
to  start  in,  because  he  has  a  number  of  references  to  mo;  but  I  made 
a  memorandum,  which  I  have  here. 

With  the  exception  of  the  Bombay  Hook  Island  letter,  and  a  letter 
that,  from  the  record,  which  I  have  seen  only  in  the  last  few  days,  it 
seems  I  wrote  him  in  December,  1908,  asking  him  to  go  to  Youngs- 
town  and  Zanesville  and  a  number  of  other  places  in  Ohio  to  see 
people  who  he  thought  might  be  able  to  help  me  ixv  t»V\fc  ^\*&X&ra&. 
contest  that  was  then  under  way,  I  think  I  Yiave>\ifcTfc  e^^cx  \rXXrk.  *0sv^ 
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he  wrote  to  me  or  that  I  wrote  to  him — that  is  every  letter  with  the 
exception  of  the  Bombay  Hook  Island  letter  and  the  other  letter  I 
mentioned — and  I  want  the  committee  to  allow  me  to  put  these 
letters  into  the  record  in  their  chronological  order,  his  letters  to  me 
and  my  letters  to  him.  In  that  way  it  will  appear  that  some  of  the 
letters  that  Senator  Reed  passed  over  as  of  no  consequence — and  I 
do  not  wonder  he  thought  them  of  no  consequence,  because  they  so 
appear — are,  however,  according  to  my  view,  important.  For  in- 
stance, a  mere  glance  at  this  file  of  letters  will  show  that  Mr.  Mulhall 
was  a  good  letter  writer,  as  well  as  a  good  talker.  He  usually  wrote 
at  length — one  or  two  or  three  pages.  My  answers  were  invariably 
four  or  five  or  six  or  eight  lines,  a  mere  polite  acknowledgement, 
thanking  him  for  his  friendship,  which  was  very  ardently  stated  by 
him — something  of  that  character.  I  notice  one  letter,  for  instance, 
where  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  kindly  offered  to 
help  me  through  somebody  that  he  prompted  to  write  to  me.  He 
wrote  me  to  the  same  effect.  I  answered  both  of  them  to  the  effect 
that  I  did  not  know  of  any  help  they  could  render  me,  at  least  at 
that  time,  but  if  there  should  arise  any  circumstances  under  which 
they  could  help,  I  was  glad  to  know  that  I  would  be  at  liberty  to 
call  on  them. 

For  the  reason  I  have  mentioned,  that  my  letters  are  of  the  charac- 
ter I  have  stated  and  his  are  of  the  character  I  have  stated,  I  want 
them  to  go  into  the  record  where  they  will  speak  for  themselves. 

They  snow  another  thing.  Mr.  Mulhall — I  think  it  was  an  unin- 
tentional error,  probably — testified  that  in  answer  to  a  letter  I  wrote 
him  January  21,  1908 — I  am  assuming  that  these  will  go  into  the 
record 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  they  ought  to  go  in. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Foraker.  In  justice  to  myself,  and  I  shall  appreciate  it. 

The  Chairman.  Surely;  they  will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  testified  m  answer  to  a  letter  I  wrote  him  Jan- 
uary 21,  1908,  that  he  came  to  Cincinnati  and  had  an  interview  with 
me  and  that  I  gave  him  a  list  of  people  I  wanted  him  to  see — among 
others  the  secretary  of  the  Metal  Trades  Association — and  the  names 
of  a  lot  of  distinguished  citizens  of  Cincinnati  that  I  wanted  him  to 
see  and  find  out  from  them  how  I  stood  with  respect  to  the  presidential 
matter,  concerning  which  I  was  charged  with  naving  an  ambition. 

The  truth  is  I  wrote  him  on  the  21st  day  of  January,  1908,  to  come 
to  Cincinnati,  just  as  he  stated,  but  this  correspondence  shows  he  did 
not  come  to  Cincinnati  in  answer  to  that  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  1907  or  1908  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Nineteen  hundred  and  eight.  I  wrote  him  from 
Cincinnati,  January  21,  1908.  He  was  then  at  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
I  wrote  him  as  follows: 

Dear  Sir:  On  my  return  here  yesterday  I  found  awaiting  me  your  letter  of  January 
17th.  I  expect  to  be  here  until  noon  of  next  Saturday.  I  hope  to  be  able  at  that 
time  to  leave  here  for  Washington. 

If  you  could  conveniently  come  here  for  a  short  interview,  at  my  expense  of  course, 
I  will  be  very  much  obliged. 

Hastily,  but  very  truly  yours,  etc. 

Now,  this  correspondence  will  show  that  he  was  always  taking 
the  initiative.     The  correspondence  begins  by  his  writing  me  a 
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letter,  March  5,  1907,  asking  the  privilege  of  bringing  over  10  labor 
leaders  from  Baltimore  who  wantea  to  support  me  for  tne  Presidency. 
The  committee  is  familiar  with  that  letter.  I  do  not  stop  to  read 
it.  My  answer  simply  granted  him  the  permission  that  he  had 
asked  for.  In  response  to  that,  he  wrote  that  they  would  be  over 
the  following  Saturday,  which  was  March  9,  ana  they  came  on 
that  day. 

Then  I  next  heard  from  him  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  May  23.  It 
shows  that  I  was  not  pursuing  the  matter  very  ardently.  That 
was  a  time  of  a  good  deal  of  excitement  in  politics,  fiom  March  to 
May,  1907,  particularly  for  me,  for  I  had  a  very  earnest  opposition 
from  a  good  many  quarters,  on  account  of  some  things  I  nad  been 
doing  in  the  Senate;  such  as  insisting  on  the  admission  as  separate 
States  of  the  two  States  from  the  Southwest,  Arizona  and  New 
Mexico;  the  Brownsville  matter,  which  was  particularly  aggra- 
vating to  some  people;  and  I  had  opposed  the  railway  rate  bill,  as 
everybody  knows.  That  had  made  me  some  enemies — a  good  many 
of  them — and  I  may  as  well  say  here  as  at  any  other  place,  that 
there  was  not  a  moment  during  that  time  that  I  had  any  idea  what- 
ever that  I  would  be  nominated  for  the  Presidency.  I  was  not  a 
candidate  in  any  such  sense.  I  had  some  friends;  other  people 
had  friends.  We  did  not  want  the  gentleman  who  was  nominated 
to  be  nominated,  not  because  of  anything  that  disparaged  him  per- 
sonally, but  because  that  was  not  what  we  desired  to  happen  in  the 
politics  of  the  country;  and  there  were  a  number  of  us  wno  formed 
practically  an  alliance.  There  was  never  any  agreement  of  alliance 
formally  arrived  at.  The  alliance,  in  so  far  as  there  was  any,  simply 
grew  out  of  the  circumstances.  We  hoped  we  might  be  able  to 
nominate  somebody  other  than  the  gentleman  who  was  nominated. 
Each  man  stood  for  the  support  he  could  get.  I  was  not  trying 
very  hard  to  get  any  support;  I  did  not  spend  any  time  or  money 
on  it;  but  if  a  man  came  along  and  said  tie  had  10  friends,  repre- 
senting a  whole  legion  of  wageworkers  in  a  neighboring  State  who 
wanted  to  support  me,  I  would  not  turn  them  down  or  stop  them 
or  take  time  to  tell  them  that  I  did  not  think  I  had  any  chance  to  be 
nominated. 

Therefore  my  letters  show  just  that  sort  of  feeling  on  my  part. 
They  were  polite  acknowledgements  of  his  tender  of  help,  thanks 
to  him  as  evidence  of  my  appreciation  of  what  he  was  doing,  and 
that  was  all. 

But  in  this  correspondence  you  will  find  that  he  was  continually 
saying  that  those  labor  organizations  of  Baltimore  were  ready  and 
anxious  at  any  time  I  sent  the  word  to  pass  resolutions  in  favor  of 
my  candidacy  for  President,  and  so  forth.  But  notwithstanding  he 
was  continually  so  tendering  that  help,  I  never  asked  him  to  do  any- 
thing along  that  line  until  after  my  own  State  indorsed  me,  acting 
through  the  committees  of  the  Republican  League  of  clubs.  Not  the 
organization,  because  I  did  not  have  much  influence  with  the  organiza- 
tion at  that  time,  or  the  gentlemen  controlling  it,  because  they  were 
not  friendly  to  me,  but  the  Republican  clubs  of  the  State  were  friendly, 
and  they  met  and  passed  complimentary  resolutions  indorsing  me: 
and  a  week  or  two  after  that  I  received  a  letter  from  Mulhall  datea 
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December  15,  1907,  full  of  fulsome  compliments  and  extravagant 
pledges  of  friendship  and  support,  saying,  among  other  things: 

I  am  ready  at  any  time  to  have  that  Baltimore  organization  that  I  spoke  to  you 

about,  to  pass  resolutions  endorsing  you. 

And  so  on. 

In  answer  to  that  letter  I  wrote: 

Referring  to  your  letter  of  December  15th  I  enclose  herewith  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Mudd  published  in  to-day's  Washington  Post. 

Mr.  Mudd  was  a  Member  of  Congress.  I  have  now  no  recollection 
of  the  interview.  I  assume  from  what  appears  here  that  it  was  a 
friendly  interview.     I  go  on  to  say: 

In  view  of  what  he  says  it  might  be  well  for  you  to  have  your  friends  act  now  if  they 
are  still  of  that  disposition. 

In  other  wrords,  that  request  was  a  direct  answer  to  his  offer  to  have 
them  act,  written  the  very  day  that  his  letter  was  received,  I  suppose. 
His  letter  is  dated  December  15,  and  my  letter  is  dated  December  17- 

Then  I  say: 

I  am  so  hurried  I  have  no  time  to  write  more,  except  to  thank  you  for  your  con- 
tinued friendship  and  good  will,  all  of  which  is  very  much  appreciated. 

I,  of  course,  did  appreciate  it.  But  I  was  not  expecting  to  be  the 
ultimate  beneficiary,  and  I  was  not  losing  any  sleep  over  the  matter. 
Every  Senator  now  here,  who  was  in  the  Senate  while  I  was  here, 
knows  that  I  was  here  practically  every  day,  never  dodged  a  roll  call 
or  a  vote  during  the  12  years  I  was  in  the  Senate,  and  I  never  neglected 
any  business  to  run  for  the  Presidency  or  anything  else.  I  was  pretty 
busy  about  that  time.  I  did  not  have  much  time  to  deal  with  labor 
organizations  or  anybody  else  who  wanted  to  nominate  me.  To  that 
letter  saying,  "it  might  be  well  for  you  to  have  your  friends  act  now, 
if  they  are  still  of  that  disposition" — following  immediately  after  the 
action  in  Ohio,  following  immediately  after  his  tender  of  action — he 
made  no  answer  until  January  7.  Then  he  wrote  me  as  follows.  I 
call  attention  to  this.  He  writes  me  from  Indianapolis,  January  7, 
1908: 

I  wrote  to  you  about  three  weeks  ago,  and  I  am  somewhat  disappointed  in  not 
receiving  an  answer  to  my  letter. 

He  claimed  he  had  not  received  my  letter.  I  supposed  at  the  time 
that  he  had  not.  I  have  now  some  doubt  about  that  fact.  I  think 
perhaps  he  may  have  received  it  and  was  not  prepared  to  have  them 
act,  or  they  might  not  have  been  disposed  to  act,  I  don't  know  what. 
At  any  rate  he  wrote  me  this  way: 

As  I  stated  to  you  in  my  last  letter,  I  am  engaged  here  in  the  congressional  dis- 
tricts in  those  state,  and  I  am  so  placed  at  the  present  time  that  I  think  I  could  be 
of  considerable  help  to  you.  If  this  letter  reaches  you,  and  you  wish  me  to  come  to 
Cincinnati  for  a  talk,  1  should  be  glad  to  drop  over  any  time  you  might  suggest,  so 
hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  a  reply  to  this,  I  remain. 
Very  faithfully  yours. 

M.  M.  MULHALL. 

Room  50(>  Claypool  Hotel, 

Indianapolis,  bid. 

I  see  that  on  January  7  he  wrote  me  suggesting  that  if  I  wanted 
him  he  would  come  over.  I  wrote  him  January  9,  two  days  later. 
I  received  all  his  letters  very  promptly.  I  wrote  Mm  January  9, 
1908,  as  follows: 
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• 

I  have  your  letter  of  January  7th.  I  received  your  former  letter  while  in  Cincinnati, 
and  at  once  wrote  you  according  to  the  address  you  gave,  saying  that  I  hoped  you 
would  set  your  organization  in  motion  without  further  delay.  I  referred  to  the  Balti- 
more association  from  which  a  committee  waited  upon  me  with  you  last  spring.  I  did 
not  hear  from  you  again  until  now,  and  feared  you  did  not  feel  like  taking  the  matter 
up. 

I  expect  to  return  to  Cincinnati  the  latter  part  of  next  week,  or  the  first  of  the  week 
following.    If  you  are  not  East  before  then  I  shall  hope  to  see  you  at  that  time. 

Hastily,  but  very  truly  yours,  etc., 

J.  B.  Foraker. 

Then  January  17,  which  would  be  eight  days  later,  he  wrote  from 
Indianapolis : 

Your  letter  of  December  17th — 

These  show  on  their  face  that  thev  are  the  answer,  one  to  the 
other,  right  straight  along,  and  they  show  on  their  face  that  I  never 
saw  him  personally  from  the  day  he  called  with  the  10  labor  leaders 
at  my  house,  March  10,  1907,  until  after  the  presidential  nomination 
had  been  made,  and  then  he  came  to  Cincinnati  not  to  see  me  but  to 
see  Mr.  Vorys,  who  represented  Mr.  Taft,  and  perhaps  to  see  Mr. 
Taft  himself.     At  any  rate  he  wrote  me: 

Your  letter  of  December  17th  must  have  certainly  gone  astray  and  yours  of  January 
9th  has  been  received  by  me.  I  just  returned  from  Chicago,  Ills.,  and  found  your 
letter  here  waiting. 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  that  he  has  them  both,  however,  and  that 
he  is  going  to  start  up  work  in  Maryland  right  away,  or  as  soon  as  it  is 
convenient.     1  will  not  stop  to  read  the  letter.     It  speaks  for  itself. 

Then  it  was,  as  I  have  already  said,  that  I  wrote  him  the  letter  of 
January  21,  practically  in  response  to  his  own  invitation,  to  come 
and  see  me  at  Cincinnati.  But  he  did  not  come.  I  did  not  hear 
from  him  again  until  July  11,  when  he  wrote  me  from  Chicago,  after 
the  nomination  for  President  had  been  made.  He  wrote  a  long 
letter — which  is  already  in  the  record  but  will  be  in  the  record  again 
when  this  letter  is  printed,  and  so  I  will  not  stop  to  read  it — telling 
what  an  important  part  he  and  those  associated  with  him  had  played 
in  determining  the  result.  You  would  have  thought  that  he  was 
the  original  Taft  man,  from  the  way  he  wrote.  I  took  no  exception 
to  that.  The  nomination  had  been  made,  and  it  was  for  us  to  get 
together  and  elect.  Then  he  wanted,  as  you  see  in  this  letter,  to 
see  what  help  they  could  render  me  to  go  back  to  the  Senate,  and 
said: 

I  am  anxious  to  see  you  and  see  if  we  can  not  do  something  to  repay  your  many 
kind  acts  to  our  people. 

I  believe  that  is  the  first  time  that  any  expression  of  that  kind 
occurs  in  his  correspondence,  and  therefore  I  shall  digress  to  say 
that  the  record  will  show  that  I  did  not  do  any  kind  acts  for  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  so  far  as  I  have  any  knowl- 
edge. I  mean  that  I  never  favored  anything  because  they  favored  it, 
so  far  as  I  know.  I  was  in  accord  with  them  about  two  or  three  bills 
about  injunctions;  but  I  was  opposed  to  anti-injunction  legislation 
long  before  their  association  was  organized,  and  made  speeches 
against  the  anti-injunction  bills  that  were  being  offered,  not  only 
here,  but  in  the  campaign.  I  remember  one  speech  that  I  made  at 
Chillicothe  in  1903 — that  was  before  I  ever  heard  of  the  association — 
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in  which  I  dwelt  especially  upon  that  proposition,  to  legislate  so  as  to 
take  away  from  the  courts  the  right  to  grant  injunctions  in  certain 
cases — that  is,  to  restrict  the  right  of  injunction.  I  devoted  a  good 
deal  of  my  speech  to  that  subject,  and  it  was  published  in  the 
papers  all  over  the  country.  Everybody  knew  my  views  on  that 
subject.  So  if  he  refers  to  any  legislation  of  that  kind  in  connection 
with  which  I  rendered  them  any  favors,  I  did  so  not  because  he  or 
anybody  else  may  have  favorea  any  such  legislation,  or  may  have 
been  opposed  to  it,  but  because  I  was  of  an  opinion  that  agreed  with 
theirs ;  that  is  all. 

Let  me  say  also  that  during  the  whole  time  I  was  here,  covered 
by  these  letters,  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  instance  in  which  Mr. 
Mulhall  ever  spoke  to  me  about  any  bill,  either  to  favor  or  oppose  it; 
and  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  representative  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  ever  speaking  to  me  about  any  bill  of  any 
kind.  Of  course  they  may  have  done  so,  for  I  do  not  think  there  was 
a  day  while  I  was  in  the  Senate  that  somebody  did  not  stop  me  and 
ask  me  about  something.  It  certainly  was  not  an  uncommon  thing 
to  bo  approached  by  people  about  legislation  in  which  they  were  in- 
terested ;  and  I  felt  that  it  was  my  duty — that  was  before  we  got  so 
good  as  we  are  now — to  be  polite  to  everybody,  and  to  stop  and  talk 
to  them  and  answer  any  questions  they  might  see  fit  to  ask;  and  thus 
give  them  a  predicate,  all  they  needed,  it  appears,  to  go  off  and  make 
a  report.  I  did  not  suppose  they  were  making  reports  of  such  mat- 
ters But  at  any  rate,  tnat  was  my  habit  when  I  was  in  the  Senate. 
I  know  I  used  to  think  that  we  ought  to  abolish  the  practice  of  people 
coming  into  the  marble  room  and  sending  in  cards  for  Senators  to 
come  out  while  the  Senate  was  in  session  I  frequently  gave  some 
excuse  for  not  going  out.  I  know  that  if  I  was  in  the  Senate  again,  I 
would  never  go  out  unless  it  was  something  of  extreme  importance 
that  called  me.  I  do  not  think  that  Senators,  when  the  Senate  is  in 
session  and  business  is  being  transacted,  should  be  interrupted;  they 
should  devote  their  entire  time  and  attention  during  sessions  of  the 
Senate  to  the  business  of  the  Senate.     But  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  a 

Eublic  official  at  appropriate  times  to  see  anybody  who  wants  to  see 
im  about  any  legitimate  business;  and  while  I  was  seen  by  some- 
body every  day,  I  nave  no  recollection  of  anybody — and  I  would  have 
a  recollection  of  it  if  such  a  thing  had  ever  occurred — ever  approach- 
ing me  in  any  improper  way,  or  suggesting  anything  improper.  I 
never  had  anybody  make  a  suggestion  that  was  open  to  criticism; 
and  as  I  have  taken  occasion  to  say  in  an  interview  tnat  I  gave  out  at 
home  after  MulhalTs  testimony  came  out,  I  do  not  believe  there  is  one 
instance  in  ten  thousand,  according  to  my  experience,  where  anybody 
has  ventured  to  mention  to  any  Senator — and  I  suppose  it  is  the 
same  in  the  House,  although  I  have  no  personal  experience  there — 
where  anybody  has  ventured  to  suggest  anything  tnat  is  improper, 
and  not  only  that,  but  where  anything  improper  is  even  thought  of, 
much  less  done  People  may  approach  you  who  want  to  say  some- 
thing they  should  not,  but  they  never  did  to  me.  I  never  had  any 
trouble  of  that  kind. 

Now  comingback  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  I 
have  met  Mr.  Kirby  of  Dayton  in  a  general  way.  I  never  had  any 
intimate  acquaintance  with  him.  I  knew  him  as  a  prominent  citizen 
of  a  neighboring  city,  and  a  prominent  citizen  of  our  State;  a  man  of 
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high  character.  He  was  connected  with  this  association  and  promi- 
nent in  it;  I  knew  that.  He  was  a  man  of  a  great  deal  of  ability  and 
respected  by  everybody.  Yet  I  have  no  recollection  of  his  ever 
speaking  to  me  about  any  bill.  If  he  had  done  so,  I  would  have  been 
very  careful  to  have  given  attention  to  it.  and  it  would  have  been  a 

Eleasure  to  me  to  agree  with  him  if  I  might  have  been  able  to  do  so; 
ut  I  do  not  think  that  he  ever  spoke  to  me  on  any  such  subject. 
At  least,  I  have  no  such  recollection.  The  truth  is  that  I  never  saw 
him  but  a  few  times  in  my  life,  although  I  knew  of  him  as  a  prominent 
citizen  of  our  neighboring  city  of  Dayton. 

As  far  as  the  association  itself  is  concerned,  it  was  first  brought  to 
my  attention  by  a  speech  made  by  ex-President  Taft  in  Columbus  in 
1907.  He  had  been  advocating  a  revision  of  the  tariff  downward.  I 
was  opposed  to  a  revision  of  the  tariff  downward.  I  thought  that  was 
a  job  that  our  Democratic  friends  could  attend  to  better  than  we 
could,  and  I  was  willing  to  let  them  do  all  the  revising  downward, 
and  I  did  not  at  that  time  know  of  any  occasion  for  doing  anything  of 
the  land.  So  that  when  Mr.  Taft  was  making  his  speeches  in  1907  I 
took  pains  to  call  on  him  to  explain  what  reason  he  had  for  wanting 
to  revise  the  tariff  downward;  what  was  wrong;  on  what  would  he 
reduce  the  tariff — whether  on  iron  or  steel  or  corn  or  wheat  or  barley 
or  horses  or  mules — what  was  it  that  was  too  high — on  glass  or  pot- 
tery or  what  other  of  a  number  of  things,  all  great  industries  in  our 
State.  I  never  could  get  any  specific  answer  from  him  until  he  made 
a  speech  in  Columbus  in  which  he  said  that  he  did  not  profess  to  be  a 
tariff  expert — I  am  not  trying  to  give  his  exact  language,  but  only  the 
meaning  of  it — and  therefore  could  not  answer  in  detail  just  what  the 
rate  of  duty  should  be  on  each  article — which  was  a  very  sensible 
answer  to  make — but  that  ho  was  governed  largely  and  confirmed 
largely  in  the  opinion  he  held  that  there  ought  to  he  a  revision  of  the 
tariff  downwara,  by  some  resolutions  that  had  been  passed  by  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  they  were  resolutions 
favoring  a  revision  of  the  tariff  downward.  I  had  heard  of  this  asso- 
ciation, no  doubt,  before  that  time;  Mr.  Mulhall  had  written  me 
about  it.  But  the  association  had  never  cut  any  figure  in  my  mind — 
had  no  place  there— until  this,  and  I  was  quite  astonished  by  their 
action. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  you  spoke  of  this  speech  of  Mr.  Taft's 
being  made  in  eighteen  ninety  something.  You  meant  in  nineteen 
hundred  and  something  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  In  1907.  Mr.  Taft  made  this  speech  in  August, 
1907,  at  Columbus,  Ohio.  That  was  the  first  thing  that  made  any 
impression  on  my  mind  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  about  any  kind  of  legislation.  I  was  vigorously 
fighting  a  revision  of  the  tariff  downward,  and  continued  to  do  so. 
I  thought  it  would  break  our  party  in  two,  and  put  us  out  of  power,  and 
I  did  not  hesitate  to  say  so;  and  in  the  light  of  subsequent  events  I 
think  I  may  repeat  that  was  my  opinion  at  that  time. 

Another  matter  that  the  Natonal  Association  of  Manufacturers 
had  up  was  the  creation  of  a  tariff  commission,  a  nonpartisan  board. 
I  was  openly  opposed  to  that,  in  the  Senate  and  everywhere,  on  the 
ground  that  in  the  first  place  a  board  that  was  nonpartisan,  which 
meant  made  up  of  free  traders  and  protectionists — not  using  the 
words  Democrat  or  Republican — would  not  in  my  opinion  be  able 
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to  give  a  tariff  law  satisfactory  to  anybody.  It  would  not  suit  pro- 
tectionists, it  would  not  suit  free  traders,  for  it  would  be  a  compromise 
measure.  I  was  opposed  to  that,  for  that  reason.  I  was  opposed 
to  it  also  because  I  thought  it  would  keep  the  question  of  the  tariff 
constantly  open;  and  in  the  next  place  1  thought  if  the  Republican 
Party  made  a  tariff  too  high,  there  would  probably  be  some  low- 
tariff  men  on  the  board — Senator  Cummins  is  a  low-tariff  man;  he 
will  excuse  me  for  referring  to  it. 

Senator  Cummins    You  are  quite  right. 

Mr.  Foraker  (continuing).  And  some  other  men  would  be  on  who 
would  be  high-tariff  men,  and  we  would  be,  therefore,  perhaps  in  this 
situation,  that  we  would  have  a  board  that  would  make  a  recommen- 
dation that  would  involve  provisions  we  did  not  like,  yet  we  would 
either  have  to  accept  them  because  they  came  from  our  board,  or 
oppose  them;  and  if  we  opposed,  it  would  look  as  though  we  had  been 
acting  in  bad  faith,  that  we  would  not  follow  the  recommendations  of 
our  own  board;  and  if  we  accepted,  we  would  have  to  vote  for  some- 
thing in  which  we  did  not  ourselves  believe.  At  any  rate  I  did  not 
believe  in  a  tariff  board.  I  thought  the  duty  rested  on  Congress  to 
make  the  tariff,  and  I  was  willing  to  take  my  share  in  it.  We  had 
made  the  Dingley  law,  under  which  the  country  had  had  unparalleled 
prosperity.  Those  were  my  views  at  that  time,  so  that  I  wras  not  in 
accord  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  either  in 
regard  to  the  revision  of  the  tariff  downward,  or  as  to  the  creation  of 
a  tariff  commission,  and  I  am  a  little  surprised,  when  the  record  is 
looked  up,  by  the  report  that  was  made  to  me  as  to  my  attitude  all 
the  wray  through  about  labor  legislation.  I  find  that  I  supported 
nearly  every  labor  bill  that  was  offered — advocated  it — so  far  as  I  can 
recall,  so  far  as  the  record,  as  it  has  been  examined  by  my  clerks, 
discloses. 

I  have  here  a  pamphlet,  which  I  do  not  want  to  put  in  the  record, 
but  which  was  prepared  by  some  ardent  friends  of  mine,  and  approved 
by  me  before  it  was  printed,  as  a  campaign  document:  but  it  truth- 
fully states  that  I  introduced  and  advocated,  before  tne  Committee 
on  Interstate  Commerce— I  suppose  it  was— and  reported  favorably 
out  of  that  committee  on  June  24,  1902,  a  railroad  safety  appliance 
bill,  No.  3650,  Fifty-seventh  Congress,  which  required  better  appli- 
ances, such  as  air  brakes  and  couplers,  and  I  do  not  know  what  all. 
I  wrould  have  had  to  look  at  the  bill  to  see  just  what  it  was,  and  I  (Jid 
not  think  that  was  important. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  in  1902,  Senator? 

Mr.  Foraker.  It  was  passed  in  1902.  I  refer  to  the  Record  of 
June  24,  1902.  It  was  a  railroad  safety  appliance  bill,  No.  3650, 
Fifty-seventh  Congress. 

I  may  say  here  that  the  record  shows  that  while  I  was  governor 
of  Ohio  we  passed— our  legislature  passed;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it  except  that  I  was  governor  and  might  have  stopped  it  if  I  did  not 
want  it,  perhaps,  having  some  influence,  and  I  nad  some  in  those 
days  —the  first  eight-hour  bill  we  ever  had  in  Ohio,  which  was  passed 
with  my  entire  approval.  Before  that,  10  hours  was  the  legal  day's 
work  in  Ohio  in  the  absence  of  a  contract.    We  made  it  eight  hours. 

Senator  Nelson  will  remember  that  when  the  law  prohibiting  the 

consecutive  employment  of  railroad  employees  for  longer  than  16 

hours  was  before  the  Senate,  I  advocated  that  bill,  except  only  that 
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I  wanted  it  made  10  hours  instead  of  16  hours,  saying  in  the  debate, 
as  you  will  find  it  in  the  Record  of  June  26,  1906,  as  follows: 

I  do  not  want  any  man  to  be  running  the  engine  which  pulls  the  train  on  which  I 
am  riding  to  have  been  on  duty  longer  than  sixteeen  hours.  I  would  rather  he  had 
not  been  on  duty  longer  than  ten  consecutive  hours.  That  is  as  much  as  anybody 
ought  to  be  required  to  endure. 

I  might  read  more  to  the  same  purport,  but  that  is  enough. 

Then  you  will  remember  we  had  two  employers'  liability  bills 
applicable  to  common  carriers,  and  I  supported  both  of  them.  One, 
wmch  was  passed  in  1906,  was  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  to  be  uncon- 
stitutional because  it  applied  to  intrastate  as  well  as  interstate 
railways. 

To  amend  that  so  as  to  obviate  that  defect,  in  1908  we  passed 
another  bill,  which  I  supported  in  speech  as  well  as  by  vote,  as  I  did 
the  bill  of  1906. 

The  only  labor  bill  that  I  have  opposed — and  I  opposed  that  as 
vigorously  as  I  could — was  a  bill  introduced  by  somebody,  I  do  not 
now  remember  who,  which  provided  that  if  any  man  worked  longer 
than  eight  hours  a  day,  the  man  himself  should  be  liable  to  a  penalty 
of  $5,  and  the  employer  who  permitted  him  to  work  for  him  longer 
than  eight  hours  a  day  should  De  liable  to  a  fine  of  $5. 

I  opposed  that  on  the  ground  that  while  a  single  man,  having  no 
family  dependent  on  him,  might  afford  to  be  restricted  to  eight  hours, 
yet  another  man  might  have  a  family,  a  sick  wife  and  sick  children, 
and  have  doctors'  bills  and  drug  bills  to  pay,  and  if  he  wanted  to 
work  longer  than  eight  hours,  this  was  a  free  country  and  he  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  do  it. 

I  opposed  that  bill.  I  remember  that  particularly,  because  in  my 
campaign  I  was  waited  on  by  a  lot  of  gentlemen  who  claimed  they 
were  representatives  of  labor  organizations,  and  I  was  asked  to  favor 
that  bill,  and  openly,  to  them  and  also  in  public  speech,  declined  to 
do  so. 

I  think  my  colleagues  who  served  with  me  will  one  and  all,  Demo- 
crats as  well  as  Republicans,  bear  testimony  that  they  never  had  any 
difficulty  in  knowing  where  I  stood  upon  anything  that  I  took  enough 
interest  in  to  help  discuss. 

There  are  a  lot  of  other  labor  bills  here  on  the  same  line,  that  I  will 
not  stop  to  mention,  simply  saying  that  with  the  exception  of  anti- 
injunction  bills,  which,  for  reasons  all  are  familiar  with,  I  always  op- 
posed in  every  form  in  which  they  were  presented,  and  except  also  the 
one  bill  imposing  a  penalty  if  a  man  worked  longer  than  eignt  hours  a 
day,  I  supported  every  bill  that  came  up  in  the  Senate  while  I  was 
there.  Of  course  I  may  be  in  error  about  it,  and  perhaps  I  can  not 
recall  everything  correctly,  but  I  have  been  assisted  by  the  results 
which  have  been  put  before  me  after  an  examination  which  I  caused  to 
be  made  of  the  Congressional  Record  by  one  competent  to  examine  it, 
and  I  think  my  statement  is  entirely  correct. 

So  that  if  in  any  instance  I  was  in  accord  with  what  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  wanted,  it  was  not  because  they  had 
asked  me  to  be,  not  because  Mr.  Mulhall  had  asked  me  to  be,  and  not 
because  anybody  had  asked  me  to  be,  but  because  my  own  judgment 
approved  the  position  I  took,  and  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  support  it.  I 
can  say  in  all  truthfulness  that  I  was  never  actuated  by  ^\^nJms^ 
else,  in  connection  with  any  legislation.    Sometime  \\*  ^%s\k»xiA»  ^k> 
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just  what  was  the  right  thine  or  the  best  thing  to  do;  sometimes  we 
made  mistakes;  but  that  is  the  record,  whether  it  is  good  or  bad. 

Having  disposed  of  that,  and  getting  back  now  to  Mr.  Mulhall's 
statement  that  he  came  to  Cincinnati  in  answer  to  mv  letter  of 
January  21,  1908,  his  own  letter  shows  that  he  did  not  come  then, 
that  he  never  came  until  September  10,  1008,  after  the  presidential 
nominations  had  been  made. 

Therefore  it  is  that  his  story  falls  to  the  ground,  when  he  says  that 
I  furnished  him  with  a  list  of  prominent  citizens  for  him  to  visit  in 
Cincinnati,  to  find  out  how  I  stood  with  respect  to  the  Presidency. 
I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  furnishing  him  with  any  list,  and  cer- 
tainly not  before  the  presidential  nomination  was  made. 

He  speaks  of  the  Metal  Trades  Association  and  its  secretary.  I  did 
not  know  at  that  time  that  there  was  such  an  organization,  and  so 
far  as  I  can  recall,  I  did  not  then  know  Mr.  Wuest,  the  secretary,  to 
whom  he  refers,  and  I  do  not  know  him  now.  I  never  did  know  nim. 
I  do  not  know  anything  about  how  he  stood. 

When  Mr.  Mulhall  came,  on  September  10,  1908,  we  were  nearing 
the  close  of  the  presidential  election,  and  he  came  then  to  see  me, 
arid  he  said  in  his  report,  which  always  followed  every  interview  he 
had  with  anybody,  that  he  saw  Mr.  George  B.  Cox  come  into  my 
office  and  go  into  my  private  room.  I  think  there  is  a  gentleman  in 
this  room  who  coulcl  testify,  if  he  were  on  the  stand,  that  at  that 
time  Mr.  Cox  was  not  commg  to  my  office.  Mr.  Cox  had  gone  into 
the  other  camp,  and  we  passed  each  other  on  opposite  sides  of  the 
street.  He  was  not  coming  to  my  office  at  that  time.  Mr.  Mulhall 
must  have  mistaken  some  other  individual  for  Mr.  Cox,  for  I  can  not 
understand  why  he  should  write  an  untruth  about  it.  There  is 
evidently  a  mistake,  because  Mr.  Cox  has  never  been  in  my  office 
since  he  became  an  ardent  supporter  of  Mr.  Taft,  which  he  was  in 
that  campaign.  The  last  time  I  can  recollect  that  Mr.  Cox  was  in 
my  office  was  perhaps  in  the  year  1907,  but  I  could  not  fix  the  date. 
I  remember  he  came  to  see  me  once,  about  something,  along  about 
that  time.  But  after  the  lines  were  drawn,  and  he  was  on  the  other 
side,  he  stayed  on  his  own  side  and  I  stayed  on  mine.  There  was 
nothing  ugly  or  bitter  in  our  relations,  but  there  was  no  political 
friendship. 

Now,  when  Mr.  Mulhall  came  to  Cincinnati,  September  10,  1908, 
he  did  not  come  on  my  invitation,  and  I  did  not  pay  his  expenses. 
It  is  true,  I  suppose,  as  he  stated  here,  that  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  paid  his  expenses.  I  do  not  imagine  he  paid 
them  himself,  in  view  of  wrhat  he  has  testified  about;  but  however 
that  may  be,  he  dropped  in  on  me  without  any  invitation  from  me  at 
all.  He  came  to  Cincinnati,  as  his  own  testimony  develops,  to  see 
Mr.  Taft  and  Mr.  Vorys,  and  to  get  a  Cabinet  position  for  some  mem? 
ber  of  his  association  whom  he  represented,  and  Mr.  Vorys  has  made 
answer  to  that,  so  I  need  not  dwell  upon  it. 

I  do  not  think  of  anything  else.  I  will  hand  these  letters  to  the 
clerk,  and  ask  that  they  be  embodied  in  the  record,  as  the  committee 
has  granted  permission. 

The  Chairman.  That  will  be  done,  Senator. 

Senator  Foraker.  And  I  would  like  to  substitute  copies  for  the 
originals. 
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They  will  be  found  to  be  correct  copies,  I  believe,  although  I  have 
not  had  time  to  compare  them. 

The  Chairman.  That  will  be  done.     The  clerk  will  attend  to  that. 
(The  letters  referred  to  are  as  follows:) 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  1. 

Baltimore,  Md.,  March  5,  1907. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  There  is  a  delegation  of.  10  gentlemen  representing  10  different 
organizations  in  this  vicinity,  woula  be  greatly  pleased  if  you  could  honor  them  by 
receiving  them  at  your  home  or  at  your  office  in  the  Capitol,  on  next  Saturday  (March  9, 
1907)  afternoon  at  any  hour  you  may  set.  Those  gentlemen  are  well  known  labor 
leaders  in  this  vicinity  and  you  have  met  them  before  when  they  made  a  call  upon 
the  President  a  couple  of  years  ago.  They  wish  to  renew  your  acquaintance  ana  to 
become  active  friends  of  the  gentleman  that  we  believe  is  fully  qualified  and  better 
equipped  to  fill  the  great  office  of  President  of  the  United  States  than  any  other  man 
who  is  mentioned  for  this  great  office.  In  other  words  they  wish  to  become  active  in 
your  behalf  until  the  close  of  the  campaign  in  1908.  If  you  can  see  your  way  clear  to 
grant  this  interview  it  will  be  a  great  pleasure  to  them  as  well  as  a  favor  to  your 
humble  servant. 

Very  respectfully,  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Room  315  American  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 


Foraker  Exhibit  No.  2. 

United  States  Senate, 

March  6,  1907. 
M.  M.  Mulhall,  Esq., 

Room  315  American  Bldg.,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Sir:  Referring  to  your  letter  of  March  5th,  I  will  be  very  glad  to  meet  you  and 
your  friends  at  any  hour  it  may  suit  your  convenience  to  call  next  Saturday  after- 
noon.   It  will  probably  be  better  for  your  to  call  at  my  residence,  1500  16th  Street. 
Unless  I  hear  from  you  to  the  contrary  I  will  await  you  there. 
Very  truly,  yours,  etc., 

J.  B.  Foraker. 


Foraker  Exhibit  No.  3. 

Workwomen's  Protective  Association, 

Baltimore,  Md.,  March  8, 1907. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker, 

1500  16th  St.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Yours  of  March  6th  has  been  received,  and  read  to  our  organization. 
We  appreciate  very  much  your  kindness  in  so  promptly  answering  ours  of  the  5th t 
and  will  say  that  the  committee  appointed  to  call  on  you  to-morrow  will  leave  this 
city  at  one  p.  m.  by  B.  &  O.  road,  and  will  be  at  your  home  as  near  2.30  p.  m.  as  we  can 
make  it. 
Thanking  you  again  for  your  kindness  in  receiving  our  committee,  I  remain, 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

M.  M.  Mulhall. 


Foraker  Exhibit  No.  4. 

May  11,  1907. 
Mr.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Sir:  If  you  will  kindly  call  me  on  the  telephone  at  my  residence.  North  so, 
Washington,  at  some  convenient  time,  alter  you  get  this,  I  will  be  much  obliged. 
Very  truly  yours,  etc., 
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Foraker  Exhibit  No.  5. 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  May  2$,  1907. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker. 

1500  Sixteenth  Street,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  came  here  from  New  York  last  Monday  morning  on  a  mission 
for  our  organization  in  New  York  City,  and  since  I  have  been  here  I  have  circulated 
around  a  good  deal  among  my  old  political  friends,  and  they  are  all  under  the  impres- 
sion that  I  am  here  in  the  interest  of  some  politician.  I  certainly  believe  that  there 
is  a  splendid  chance  here  after  four  days  looking  around,  to  beat  Burton  in  his  own 
town.  All  the  old-line  politicians,  such  as  ex-Judge  Dellenbaugh,  ex-State  Senator 
Burke,  Billy  Akers  and  several  others,  all  are  very  sore  against  Burton,  and  I  had  an 
interview  yesterday  for  over  an  hour  with  Mr.  Burke  and  he  informed  me  that  it  would 
be  the  easiest  thing  in  the  world  to  beat  Burton  here  providing  there  is  anybody  to 
start  the  ball  rolling  aright.  In  addition  to  this  I  find  there  is  a  very  bitter  feeling 
against  the  President  and  his  Secretary  of  War  among  the  members  of  organized  labor, 
and  there  could  be  easily  meetings  gotten  up  to  protest  against  Taft,  which  I  believe 
would  to  a  great  extent  put  him  out  of  business  in  this  country  if  it  was  rightly  worked. 
I  send  you  this  information  so  that  if  I  am  able  to  help  you  while  I  am  in  Ohio,  I  will 
very  gladly  do  so,  and  if  you  wish  to  put  me  in  touch  with  any  of  your  friends  here.  I 
will  meet  them  as  soon  as  I  hear  from  you.  Burton  at  the  present  time  is  out  of  the 
city  and  the  meeting  of  their  county  committee  to  pass  resolutions  for  Taft  was  a  fail- 
ure last  evening.  Besides  this  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Mack  of  Sandusky  has 
caused  a  good  deal  of  comment  around  here  yesterday  and  to-day,  and  from  the  trend 
of  what  I  could  pick  up  it  is  extremely  favorable  to  you.  When  I  phoned  you  from 
Baltimore  on  last  Saturday,  I  was  about  to  go  down  town  to  attend  a  meeting  of  our 
organization  in  Baltimore,  and  I  know  that  the  situation  in  Baltimore  is  in  first-class 
shape,  and  you  can  use  our  organization  there  at  any  time  you  wish  to  do  so. 

I  expect  to  visit  several  cities  throughout  this  State  in  the  next  few  months,  so  if  I 
am  of  any  service,  please  notify  me  at  once,  for  I  am  anxious  to  aid  your  cause. 
Believe  me  ever  to  be,  sincerely  yours, 

M.  M.  MlJLHALL. 

Confidential. 

Forest  City  House, 

Cleveland,  Ohio. 


Foraker  Exhibit  No.  6. 

United  States  Senate, 

May  27,  1907. 
M.  M.  Mulhall,  Esq., 

Forest  City  House,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Dear  Sir:  I  have  your  letter  of  May  23rd,  but  only  a  moment  in  which  to  make 
answer.    I  thank  you  for  giving  me  the  information  it  imparts. 

As  soon  as  I  can  get  through  with  this  Brownsville  investigation  I  will  return  to  Ohio, 
and  then  try  to  give  matters  proper  attention.  As  to  your  own  situation  in  Baltimore, 
I  will  talk  with  you  about  that  when  I  see  you.  Just  now  I  think  it  is  best  to  let 
everything  stand  still. 

Very  truly  yours,  etc.,  J.  B.  Foraker. 


Foraker  Exhibit  No.  7. 

Claypool  Hotel, 
Personal.  Indianapolis,  Dec.  15,  1907. 

Hon.  Jos.  B.  Foraker, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  It  has  been  some  time  since  1  wrote  you,  the  last  letter  I  re- 
ceived from  you  was  at  the  Forest  City  House,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Since  then  I  have 
traveled  almost  over  the  entire  Union  and  wherever  I  have  gone  I  have  spoken  a 
good  word  for  my  dear  old  Ohio  chieftain.  I  have  been  all  over  Ohio  since  I  last 
wrote  you  and  I  quietly  took  hand  in  the  last  mayoralty  fight  in  Cleveland,  and  I  feel 
that  I  have  done  work  there  that  would  very  much  meet  with  your  approval.  I  am 
greatly  pleased  to  report  that  wherever  I  go  that.  efcirtaxafcYrt,  is  gradually  growing  in 
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your  favor  and  I  can  not  see  any  reason  to  stop  you  from  being  the  next  nominee  of  our 
party  if  there  is  a  vigorous  fight  put  up  for  the  next  five  months. 

I  am  ready  at  any  time  to  have  that  Baltimore  organization  that  I  spoke  to  you 
about,  to  pass  resolutions  endorsing  you  whenever  you  are  ready  to  do  so  and  there  is 
a  similar  organization  in  St.  Louis  which  will  take  an  active  part  in  your  fight  if  you 
will  advise  to  have  it  done.  I  know  you  will  be  pleased  to  learn  that  since  I  wrote 
you  last  that  I  have  been  promoted  and  placed  in  charge  of  the  political  work  for  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  so  this  will  give  me  a  chance  to  do  good  work 
for  you,  for  the  next  five  months. 

I  expect  to  be  stationed  in  this  city  until  the  last  of  March  as  our  organization  is 
somewhat  interested  in  the  fight  for  tne  governorship  for  this  State. 

I  read  with  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  the  President  s  declaration  the  other  day,  stat- 
ing that  he  would  not  again  be  a  candidate,  so  I  felt  sure  that  his  statement  would  clear 
matters  up  for  you.  besides  I  think  the  atmosphere  will  be  a  good  deal  cleared  in  Ohio 
and  other  States  by  there  being  two  candidates  for  the  office  of  President  in  the  Cabi- 
net and  I  feel  that  Mr.  Taft  will  have  his  hands  full  fighting  Cortelyou,  so  they  will 
not  be  able  to  give  as  much  attention  to  you  as  they  have  been  jiving. 

I  will  be  greatly  pleased  to  hear  from  you  and  if  there  is  anything  I  can  do  for  you, 
any  little  information  you  want  me  to  gather  through  Ohio,  Indiana,  Missouri,  or 
any  other  States  I  may  visit  I  shall  be  glad  to  send  it  to  you. 

1  expect  to  be  a  delegate  myself  in  the  fourth  district  of  Maryland  to  the  conven- 
tion in  June  and  I  intend  to  be  a  factor  in  that  State  for  the  fight  for  delegates. 

I  will  close  by  wishing  you  the  success  you  deserve  for  your  splendid  leadership  in 
the  past  and  wishing  to  see  you  the  candidate  of  our  party,  I  remain, 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

M.  M.  Mulhall. 

Address: 

Clay  pool  Hotel,  Indianapolis. 


Foraker  Exhibit  No.  8. 

United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Pacific  Islands  and  Porto  Kico, 

December  17, 1907. 
M.  M.  Mulhall,  Esq., 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Sir:  Referring  to  your  letter  of  December  15th,  I  enclose  herewith  an  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Mudd  published  in  today's  Washington  Post.  In  view  of  what  he 
says  it  might  be  well  for  you  to  have  your  friends  act  now  if  they  are  still  of  that  dis- 
position. I  am  so  hurried  I  have  no  time  to  write  more,  except  to  thank  you  for  your 
continued  friendship  and  good  will,  all  of  which  is  very  much  appreciated. 
Very  truly,  yours,  etc., 

J.  B.  Foraker. 


Foraker  Exhibit  No.  9. 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  January  7, 1908. 
Hon.  J.  B.  Foraker, 

U.  8.  Senator,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  I  wrote  to  you  about  three  weeks  ago,  and  I  am  somewhat  disap- 

r tinted  in  not  receiving  an  answer  to  my  letter.  As  I  stated  to  you  in  my  last  letter, 
am  engaged  here  in  tne  congressional  districts  in  this  State,  and  I  am  so  placed  at 
the  present  time  that  I  think  I  could  be  of  considerable  help  to  you.  If  this  letter 
reaches  you,  and  you  wish  me  to  come  to  Cincinnati  for  a  talk,  I  should  be  glad  to 
drop  over  any  time  you  might  suggest,  so  hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  a  reply  to 
this,  I  remain. 

Very  faithfully,  yours,  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

Room  506,  Claypool  Hotel, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 
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Foraker  Exhibit  No.  10. 

United  States  Senate. 
Committee  on  Pacific  Islands  and  Porto  Rico, 

January  9,  1908. 
M.  M.  Mllhall,  Esq., 

Room  506,  Clay  pool  Hotel,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Sir:  I  have  your  letter  of  Jam  ary  7th.  I  received  your  former  letter  while  in 
Cincinnati,  and  at  once  wrote  you  according  to  the  address  you  gave,  saying  that  I 
hoped  you  would  set  your  organization  in  motion  without  further  delay.  I  referred 
to  the  Baltimore  association  from  which  a  committee  waited  upon  me  with  you  last 
spring.  I  did  not  hear  from  you  again  until  now,  and  feared  you  did  not  feel  like 
taking  the  matter  up. 

I  expect  to  return  to  Cincinnati  the  latter  part  of  next  week,  or  the  first  of  the  week 
following.     If  you  are  not  East  before  then  I  shall  hope  to  see  you  at  that  time, 
mistily,  but  very  truly  yours,  etc., 

J.  B.  Foraker. 


Foraker  Exhibit  Xq.  11. 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  January  17,  1908. 
Hon.  J.  B.  Foraker, 

Cincinnati ,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Your  letter  of  December  17th  must  have  certainly  gone  astray 
and  yours  of  January  9th  has  been  received  by  me.  I  just  returned  from  Chicago,  Ills., 
and  found  your  letter  here  waiting.  I  am  certainly  greatly  pleased  to  receive  both 
letters  from  you  and  I  read  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  the  clipping  from  Mr.  Mudd  in 
the  Washington  Star.  I  want  to  truthfully  say  that  I  have  been  traveling  a  great  deal 
over  the  country,  and  I  have  never  missed  the  opportunity  of  saying  a  kind  word  for 
my  old  chief  and  I  am  only  too  anxious  to  get  in  the  game  in  Maryland  and  do  any- 
thing I  possibly  can  to  help  you  out.  I  told  you  in  a  former  letter  that  I  have  been 
promoted  in  the  service  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  I  am  now 
in  charge  of  their  field  work  along  political  lines.  There  will  be  a  very  interesting 
article  in  our  paper  which  is  published  in  New  York  "The  American  Industries 
which  comes  out  about  the  15tn  or  16th  of  the  month.  Its  an  article  written  by  Mr. 
Van  Cleve,  president  of  our  association  and  it  certainly  shows  that  he  is  not  what  you 
would  call  a  Taft  man  by  any  means.  I  will  send  you  a  copy  of  the  paper  the  moment 
I  receive  it.  I  will  be  greatly  pleased  to  come  to  Ohio  any  time  you  may  designate, 
for  I  am  very  desirous  to  have  instructions  wherever  I  can  be  of  the  best  service. 
I  will  start  the  Baltimore  organization  to  work  at  once,  and  if  Mr.  Mudd  is  friendly  to 
vou,  we  can  be  of  great  service  to  him  in  helping  to  get  a  Foraker  delegation  from 
Maryland.  If  you  will  remember  four  years  ago,  I  was  elected  alternate  at  large  from 
the  city  of  Baltimore  to  the  national  convention,  and  I  feel  certain  this  year  I  can  be 
elected  one  of  the  delegates  from  the  fourth  district,  and  at  the  present  time  I  have 
started  the  fight  through  a  number  of  friends  of  mine. 

I  will  close  by  wishing  you  all  the  success  possible,  and  believe  me  to  be, 
Very  faithfully,  yours, 

m.  m.  mulhall. 

Claypool  Hotel, 

Indianapolis •,  Ina. 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  12. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  January  21, 1908. 
M.  M.  Mulhall,  Esq., 

Claypool  Hotel,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Sir:  On  my  return  here  yesterday  I  found  awaiting  me  your  letter  of  January 
17th .    I  expect  to  be  here  until  noon  of  next  Saturday.    I  hope  to  be  able  at  that  time 
to  leave  here  for  Washington.    If  you  could  conveniently  come  here  for  a  short  inter- 
view, at  my  expense  of  course,  I  will  be  very  much  obliged. 
Hastily,  but  very  truly,  yours,  etc., 

J.  B.  Foraker. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3661 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  13. 

Manufacturers'  Bureau  of  Indiana, 

Indianapolis,  January  27,  1908. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker, 

U.  S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Youre  of  January  21st  was  received  yesterday  on  my  retrrn  here 
from  Fort  Wayne.  I  was  told  at  the  hotel  there  was  a  long-distance  call  from  Cincin- 
nati on  Saturday,  and  I  was  very  sorry  that'I  was  not  in  Indianapolis  to  receive  it.  I 
am  leaving  here  to-morrow  for  a  short  trip  East,  and  I  will  be  at  Baltimore  and  Wash- 
ington about  the  close  of  this  week,  and  if  you  can  spare  the  time  for  an  interview,  I 
will  be  extremely  glad  to  see  you.  Of  course  I  am- continually  traveling,  and  that  is 
some  disadvantage  to  me,  because  I  can  not  answer  my  mail  as  promptly  as  I  would 
like  to,  so  that  is  the  reason  that  I  am  not  prompt  in  answering  your  letters.  I  will 
close  by  hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  in  Washington,  and  believe  me  to  be, 
*    Very  sincerely,  yours, 

m.  m.  mulhall. 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  14. 

Congress  Hotel  and  Annex, 

Chicago,  July  11,  1908. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker, 

Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  expect  to  be  in  Cincinnati  in  the  near  future,  and  I  would 
like  greatly  to  have  a  conference  with  you  in  relation  to  your  affairs  in  Ohio.  I  know 
that  you  are  fully  posted  on  the  splendid  fight  that  the  manufacturers  put  up  here 
at  the  Chicago  convention,  and  I  wish  to  say  that  we  expect  to  be  deeply  interested  in 
the  Ohio  campaign  this  fall.  I  was  over  to  St.  Louis  on  Wednesday  and  had  a  long 
talk  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  president  of  our  association,  and  he  stated  that  he  would 
write  you  and  anything  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  or  organiza- 
tions affiliating  with  us  can  do  for  you,  will  be  gladly  done  if  you  think  we  can  render 
any  service  to  you  in  this  next  campaign.  I  feel  certain  that  you  have  heard  from 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  by  this  time,  so  for  the  above-stated  reasons  I  am  anxious  to  pee  you 
and  see  if  we  can  not  do  something  to  repay  your  many  kind  acts  to  our  people. 

I  am  leaving  here  on  Monday  for  New  York,  so  I  would  be  pleased  if  you  would 
answer  this  letter  170  Broadway,  New  York  City,  our  eastern  office. 

Trusting  to  hear  from  you  at  your  earliest  convenience,  believe  me  to  be, 
Very  sincerely,  yours, 

M.  M.  Mulhall. 

170  Broadway, 

New   York  City. 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  15. 

July  13,  1908. 
Hon.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

No.  170  Broadway,  New  York  City. 

Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  just  received.  I  expect  to  leave  here  Wednesday  noon  for 
Washington  and  hope  to  go  from  there  to  New  York  on  Thursday  or  Friday.  I  shall 
stop  in  New  York  at  the  Waldorf.  If  convenient  call  on  me  there.  Mv  family  will 
spend  a  part  of  the  summer  in  Maine.  I  will  probably  go  from  New  York  up  there 
for  a  week  or  two.  You  can  probably  see  me  Thursday  night  or  Friday  at  the  Wal- 
dorf.   I  will  be  glad  to  see  you  at  any  time. 

I  have  not  received  any  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Very  truly,  yours,  etc.,  J.  B.  Foraker. 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  16. 

New  York,  July  22,  1908. 
Hon.  J.  B.  Foraker, 

Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

Dear  Senator:  Yours  of  the  13th  is  received,  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  was 
unable  to  reach  New  York  on  Friday  to  meet  you.  I  have  been  out  in  tne  Wisconsin 
districts  giving  some  attention  to  organization  work,  particularly  in  the  1A*&  ^W 
consin  district,  where  Judge  Jenkins  is  having  quite  &  conteeX  toi  T^wwss^M^ssa..  V 
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found  your  letter  on  my  arrival  here  yesterday,  and  I  also  received  a  copy  of  a  letter 
sent  to  you  by  President  Van  Cleave  of  our  organization.  I  wish  to  join  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  in  saying  that  if  my  services  are  of  any  use  to  you  in  the  coming  campaign,  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  volunteer  to  help  you  out. 

There  are  over  a  thousand  members  of  different  organizations  in  Ohio  that  we  are 
affiliated  with,  among  them  some  of  the  biggest  manufacturers  in  Ohio,  and  I  feel  that 
we  could  put  a  lot  of  workers  among  those  people  this  coming  fall  who  could  clearly 
convince  them  of  the  splendid  services  you  have  rendered  to  the  manufacturers  of 
the  country  at  the  last  session  of  the  Senate. 

From  newspaper  clippings  I  understand  you  have  gone  to  Maine  on  a  vacation,  so 
after  your  return  to  Cincinnati  I  shall  be  pleased  to  hear  from  you,  and  if  my  services 
are  needed  by  yourself  and  friends,  I  will  be  only  too  glad  to  answer  your  call. 

Hoping  for  your  safe  arrival  in  Ohio  again,  believe  me  to  be, 
Faithfully,  yours, 

m.  m.  mulhall. 

Hotel  English, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  17. 

July  26, 1908. 
Hon.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Hotel  English,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Sir:  I  write  merely  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  22nd 
inst.  to  Senator  Foraker  who  is  absent  on  his  summer  vacation  up  on  the  northeast 
coast  of  Maine,  and  to  say  that  it  will  be  brought  to  his  attention  on  his  return  home, 
which  will  be  about  the  middle  or  latter  part  of  next  month. 

Very  truly,  yours,  etc.,  . 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  18. 

Northeast  Harbor,  Mb.,  July  28,  1908. 
M.  M.  Mulhall,  Esq., 

Care  Hotel  English,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Bear  Sir:  Your  letter  of  July  22nd  has  reached  me  here.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
special  features  of  the  general  situation  to  write  about  at  this  time.  So  for  as  I  can 
observe,  everything  is  progressing  much  as  usual  in  such  campaigns.  I  had  a  very 
kind  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave.  I  have  written  acknowledging  it  and  thanking  him 
for  the  willingness  he  manifests  to  help  us  in  our  contest.  I  do  not  at  this  time  know 
of  anything  special  that  he  or  anyone  else  can  do,  but  if  later  a  different  situation  in 
that  respect  should  develop,  I  will  be  glad  to  know  that  I  am  at  liberty  to  write  him 
freely.  I  recognize  that  you  have  perhaps  been  of  assistance  in  bringing  about  his 
action  and  thank  you  accordingly.  I  hope  you  will  keep  me  advised  as  to  your 
whereabouts  so  that  I  may  call  upon  you  and  know  where  to  address  you  if  that  should 
prove  necessary.  I  expect  to  return  to  Ohio  not  later  than  September  first. 
Very  truly,  &c, 

i.  B.  Foraker. 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  19. 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  August  17,  1908. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker, 

Kimball  House,  North  East  Harbor,  Me. 

Dear  Senator:  Your  very  kind  favor  of  July  28th  has  just  been  received.  I  have 
been  running  around  a  great  deal  for  the  last  few  weeks,  and  I  just  reached  this  hotel 
to-day  for  the  purpose  of  opening  up  headquarters  for  oi:r  organization,  and  I  expect 
to  be  in  this  vicinity  and  State  for  the  balance  of  the  campaign.  My  address  will  be 
Hotel  English,  this  city,  and  I  will  be  extremely  glad  to  be  so  close  to  Cincinnati 
providing  I  can  be  of  any  assistance.  1  will  always  be  glad  to  receive  a  call  from  you 
if  I  can  aid  you  in  any  possible  way. 

Of  course  I  will  have  to  plead  guilty  to  the  charge  of  saying  kind  words  for  you  to 
Mr.  Van  Cleave,  but  I  also  wish  to  plead  guilty  that  this  is  not  my  only  offense  in 
your  case,  for  I  have  always  had  the  greatest  admiration  for  your  splendid  ability, 
your  honesty  and  fighting  cor  rage,  and  wherever  I  have  traveled,  it  gives  me  the  great- 
er pleasure  to  remember  my  old  Ohio  c\\\ei. 
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There  are  abo*  t  a  thousand  members  of  our  organization  in  Ohio,  and  I  will  use  aH 
the  influence  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  the  others  to  help  in  yovr  cat  se  at  any  time. 
Closing  with  very  best  wishes  for  your  success  and  health,  believe  me  to  be  ever. 
Faithfully,  yours, 

M.  M.  Muluall,  Hotel  English. 

Fo raker  Exhibit  No.  20. 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Thursday,  September  17, 1908. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker, 

Traction  Building,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Senator:  When  I  had  the  pleasure  of  calling  on  you  on  Thursday  of 
last  week,  Sept.  10,  you  made  it  very  plain  to  me  that  Mr.  John  Kirby,  of  Dayton, 
O.,  of  the  Kirby  Manufacturing  Company,  was  doing  everything  he  possibly  could 
to  defeat  your  friends  in  Dayton.  I  emphatically  told  you  at  that  time  that  there 
was  some  mistake  and  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  not  doing  anything  of  the  kind,  for  he  had 
been  made  acquainted  on  several  occasions,  of  the  splendid  stand  that  you  have 
always  taken  against  class  legislation  in  the  United  States  Senate  and  as  governor 
of  Ohio.  So,  for  that  reason,  I  knew  that  your  informant  in  relation  to  Mr.  Kirby 
must  have  gotten  the  story  to  you  wrong. 

I  am  more  than  gratified  this  morning  to  receive  a  letter  from  our  St.  Louis  office, 
enclosing  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  there  by  Mr.  Kirby.  Mr.  Schwedtman  gives  me  to 
understand  that  he  has  sent  a  copy  of  Mr.  Kirby's  letter  to  you.  I  will  also  enclqse 
a  copy  to  make  it  doubly  sure  that  it  has  reached  you,  for  I  know  the  importance  of 
Mr.  Kirby  in  that  section  of  Ohio;  in  fact  all  over  Ohio,  and  what  he  is  able  to  do 
when  he  becomes  active. 

As  I  told  you  at  our  last  interview,  our  organization  and  kindred  organizations, 
were  ready  at  any  time  to  do  all  we  possibly  could  to  aid  you  in  being  returned  to 
the  U.  S.  Senate,  and  you  can  place  the  greatest  confidence  in  the  leaders  of  our 
association  and  can  trust  them  implicitly,  either  by  mail  or  otherwise,  to  do  the  best 
they  can  to  meet  any  reauest  that  you  may  make. 

I  have  not  yet  received  the  list  from  you  which  you  spoke  of,  and  I  wish  you  would 
hurry  it  along  so  that  we  may  take  action  upon  it. 

In  closing  will  state  that  Mr.  Kirby's  letter  gives  me  the  greatest  gratification  and 
pleasure  to  Know  that  my  statement  to  you  was  correct,  and  that  he  was  your  friend. 
With  very  best  wishes,  believe  me  to  be 

Ever  faithfully  yours,  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

214-218  State  Life  Building. 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  21. 

Committee  on  Pacific  Islands  and  Porto  Rico, 

United  States  Senate, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  September  18,  1908. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

The  Clay  pool ,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Sir:  You  told  me  to  write  you  if  anything  developed  in  connection  with 
which  you  could  be  of  help.  I  do  not  know  oi  anything  special,  but  there  are  some 
things  of  a  general  nature  which  it  might  be  helpful  to  have  done.  If  you  are  coming 
to  Cincinnati  again  soon  kindly  let  me  know.  You  need  not  come  on  this  special 
account. 

Very  truly  yours,  etc.,  J.  B.  Foraker. 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  22. 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  September  21,  1908. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker, 

Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

Dear  Senator:  Yours  of  Sept.  18th  has  just  been  received,  and  many  thanks  for 
the  same.  1  expect  to  be  in  Cincinnati  in  the  near  future  and  will  be  glad,  as  you 
suggest  in  your  letter,  to  call  on  you,  for  I  am  still  as  anxious  as  ever  to  serve  my  old 
chief.  It  would  make  no  difference  to  me  how  hard  the  fight  may  be  made  on  nim% 
it  would  make  me  all  the  more  loyal  to  one  of  the  greatest  leader*  ttaxCfaAft\a»  «s«t 
seen,  and  I  have  got  all  the  confidence  in  the  world  oi  ^owi  ftns\  trae&sftA. 
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I  merely  send  this  letter  stating  that  I  feel  it  will  be  an  honor  to  have  an  interview 
with  you,  which  I  will  do  my  best  to  find  time  to  fill  in  the  very  near  future. 
Closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me  to  be  as  ever, 
Faithfully  yours, 

•  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  23. 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

New  York,  October  5,  1910. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker, 

Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  suppose  you  will  be  surprised  to  receive  a  letter  at  this  late 
date  from  me  in  relation  to  my  visit  to  Beverly,  Mass.,  to  see  the  President  on  Sep- 
tember 12.  I  have  been  so  rushed  with  work  for  the  last  few  weeks  that  it  has  been 
impossible  for  me  to  attend  to  my  mail,  and,  besides,  my  wife,  the  greatest  helper 
I  have  to  keep  up  my  correspondence,  has  been  sick  for  some  time  and  has  been 
unable  to  run  around  with  me,  so  for  that  reason  I  have  got  way  behind  with  my 
correspondence. 

When  I  met  you  on  the  train  coming  from  Boston  last  month,  I  told  you  of  the 
arrangements  I  had  made  to  visit  the  President,  and  those  arrangements  were  fully 
carried  out.  I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  President  Taft  on  the  12th,  and 
submitted  to  him  a  lot  of  names  of  gentlemen  who  would  help  in  the  campaign  in  the 
different  States  throughout  the  Union.  1  submitted  to  him  10  names  from  Ohio, 
five  in  addition  to  the  ones  that  you  gave  me.  He  stated  to  me  that  he  would  get  in 
communication  with  some  of  the  gentlemen  mentioned  on  your  list  when  he  went  to 
Cincinnati.  He  seemed  to  scrutinize  the  list  very  closely  and  talked  as  if  Mr.  John  H. 
Taylor,  of  East  Liverpool,  and  Mr.  H.  M.  Hanna  were  not  enthusiastic  friends  of  his. 
Of  course  I  did  not  mention  your  name  in  any  shape  or  form,  but  gave  the  entire  list 
as  members  of  our  organization,  which  certainly  they  are. 

He  seemed  to  be  very  anxious  to  get  our  people  actively  to  work  in  Ohio,  and  was 
greatly  pleased  with  the  work  I  told  him  had  been  done  in  Massachusetts  and  other 
States,  and  advised  me  that  I  should  inform  our  people  to  do  everything  we  possibly 
could  to  keep  in  touch  with  the  leaders  of  the  National  Congressional  Committee  so  that 
we  might  be  able  to  help  in  close  Congressional  districts.  He  sent  me  to  the  station 
in  his  automobile,  along  with  Senator  Curtis,  of  Kansas,  and  when  leaving  the  station 
at  Beverly,  Mr.  Norton  stated  that  he  knew  the  President  would  be  pleased  to  see  me 
at  any  time  to  give  some  information  concerning  what  the  manufacturers  of  our  organ- 
ization were  doing. 

I  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  Mr.  Kirby,  our  president,  in  Washington  about  10 
days  ago,  and  told  him  about  meeting  you  on  the  train,  and  advised  him  to  get  in  touch 
with  you  to  help  out  in  Ohio.  You  know  I  suggested  this  to  you  at  our  interview, 
so  I  hope  Mr.  Kirby  and  our  other  friends  can  be  of  some  help. 

Hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing  from  you  and  that  I  can  be  of  some  service 
to  you  in  the  Ohio  campaign, 

Believe  me  to  be,  as  ever,  faithfully  yours,  #  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

Address:  c/o  National  Assn.  of  Mfre.,  30  Church  St.,  New  York. 


Foraker  Exhibit  No.  24. 

October  7,  1910. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

No.  SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

Dear  Colonel:  I  write  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  October  fifth, 
and  to  thank  you  for  giving  me  the  information  it  imparts.  I  hope  you  will  be  suc- 
cessful in  your  work  of  organization  in  our  State.  A  few  days  ago  I  met  Mr.  O.  V. 
Parish,  of  Hamilton.  I  told  him  about  giving  you  the  name  of  Mr.  Hooven.  He 
told  me  that  Mr.  Hooven  is  in  Europe  and  that  he  will  prol>ably  not  return  until  near 
election  day.  He  told  me  to  give  you  the  name  of  James  K.  Cullen.  He  is  president 
of  one  of  the  largest  manufacturing  companies  of  their  city. 

I  have  not  yet  seen  Mr.  Kirby,  but  I  will  be  glad  to  see  him  any  time. 

It  is  early  topredict  what  the  election  result  will  be,  but  according  to  the  advices  I 
am  receiving  Harding  will  be  elected. 
Hastily,  but 

Very  truly  yours,  etc.,  J.  B.  Foraker. 
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Foraker  Exhibit  No.  25. 
[Confidential.] 

National  Association  op  Manufactures, 

New  York,  October  26,  1910. 
Hon.  J.  B.  Foraker, 

Traction  Building,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Your  letter  of  October  7th  was  received  by  me  a  few  days  ago. 
I  have  been  touring  New  Jersey  for  a  number  of  our  friends  ana*  on  account  of  that 
did  not  have  the  opportunity  to  answer  your  letter  the  moment  I  received  it. 

Since  I  received  your  letter,  I  have  had  a  long  interview  with  our  president,  Mr. 
John  Kirby,  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  he  assured  me  that  he  would  do  his  best  to  get  in 
touch  with  you  on  his  return  to  Dayton,  which  I  suppose  was  last  week.  I  have  been 
extremely  anxious  to  have  you  write  Mr.  Kirby  to  meet  you,  for  he  could  put  in 
motion  a  lot  of  machinery  that  would  do  wonderfully  good  work  for  your  candidate, 
Mr.  Harding,  in  Ohio. 

Since  receiving  your  letter  I  have  had  sent  into  Ohio  by  the  officials  of  our  organi- 
zation in  New  York  a  number  of  pamphlets  and  letters,  marked  confidential,  to  our 
active  friends  in  Ohio,  to  help  your  candidate  and  to  help  get  a  Republican  legislature. 
I  hope  that  the  work  we  have  done  will  meet  with  good  results,  and  from  the  latest 
advices  we  have  had  from  Ohio,  we  feel  that  your  friend  will  win. 

I  want  to  offer  you  my  hearty  congratulations  on  the  speech  you  made  showing  up 
the  policies  of  our  ex-President,  Theodore  Roosevelt,  and  a  number  of  the  papers  in 
the  East  and  a  large  percentage  of  the  leading  Republicans  also  feel  as  I  do  upon  this 
incident.  They  fully  agree  with  you  that  the  new  nationalism  is  rank  treason,  and  I 
consider  your  speech  one  of  the  great  efforts  of  your  splendid  career. 

If  I  can  be  of  any  further  service,  please  write  me,  and  if  you  get  a  Republican 
legislature  in  Ohio,  I  will  think  it  an  honor  to  come  out  there  and  work  for  you. 

Closing  with  best  wishes  for  your  success  and  praying  for  your  health  and  safety, 
Believe  me  to  be,  as  ever,  faithfully  yours, 

M.  M.  Mulhall. 


Foraker  Exhibit  No.  26. 

October  28,  1910. 

Dear  Colonel:  I  am  obliged  to  you  for  your  letter  of  October  26th  and  for  the 
information  it  gives  me  as  to  what  has  been  done  and  is  being  done  in  the  State. 

You  have  doubtless  learned  ere  this  from  the  newspapers  of  the  action  of  our  State 
committee.  Except  only  from  them  I  did  not  get  a  criticism  from  any  source, 
although  I  had  scores  of  letters  coming  from  all  over  the  State  and  from  other  States. 

I  am  in  consequence  of  the  present  situation  greatly  embarrassed  to  know  how  to 
do  anything  to  help.  I  shall  continue,  however,  to  do  whatever  I  may  find  myself 
able  to  do  to  bring  about  the  election  of  Harding  and  the  whole  ticket.  The  situation 
is  not  entirely  satisfactory,  but  it  is  hopeful.  We  may  win  by  a  good  majority,  and, 
of  course,  we  may  lose.  Nobody  can  tell  at  this  time  just  how  we  stand  in  the  big 
cities.    There  is  where  we  are  finding  most  trouble. 

I  had  a  beautiful  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  congratulating  me  on  the  Marysville  speech. 
I  wrote  him  thanking  him  for  it  and  trust  I  may  have  the  pleasure  of  meeting  him 
soon. 

Very  truly  yours,  etc.,  . 

Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

No.  SO  Church  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  all,  Senator? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Nelson,  do  you  desire  to  ask  any  questions  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  a  few  questions.  Senator  Foraker,  so  far  as 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Mulhall  is  concerned,  as  you  have  suggested,  it 
appears,  so  far  as  you  are  concerned,  to  be  entirely  innocuous  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  think  it  is. 
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Senator  Walsh.  And  the  only  things  which  I  have  been  able  to 
observe  you  felt  were  worthy  of  notice  as  being  contrary  to  your  own 
recollection  about  the  matter  are,  first,  the  suggestion  that  you  had 
been  favorable  to  measures  that  they  had  supported  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  I  had  been  influenced. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  reference  is  to  appreciation  of  favors 
that  you  had 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  expressly  stated  that  if  I  had  favored  anything 
they  favored,  it  was  not  because  they  had  requested  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  was  simply  endeavoring  to  pick  out  those  things 
that  apparently  met  with  your  disapproval.  That  was  one,  and  as  I 
understand  you,  the  next  was  about  tne  suggestion  that  you  had  given 
to  Mr.  Mulhall  a  list  of  gentlemen  in  the  State  of  Ohio  to  see,  and 
likewise  that  he  had  seen  Mr.  Cox  come  into  your  office. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Well,  those  are  two  of  the  matters. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  recall  anything  else,  Senator. 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  he  did  not  come  to  Cincinnati  in  answer  to 
my  letter  of  January  21,  but  came  on  his  own  account  months  later, 
after  the  presidential  nominations  had  been  settled,  and  when  there 
was  no  occasion  to  give  him  a  list  of  people  to  see,  as  to  how  1  stood 
with  reference  to  the  Presidency. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  not  suggested  anywhere  in  the  letters,  is  it, 
that  nis  visit  to  Cincinnati  on  September  7  was  at  your  invitation  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  September  10. 

Senator  Walsh.  September  10? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  ne  confuses  that.  He  says  he  was  in  Cincin- 
nati and  came  to  my  office  on  my  invitation. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  did  not  come  to  mv  office  on  mv  invitation,  so 
far  as  1  have  any  recollection. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  whatever  invitation  was  extended, 
was  extended  away  back  in  the  preceding  spring. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  January  21,  and  was  an  invitation  to  come  at 
that  time,  before  the  presidential  nomination,  and  with  respect  to 
the  presidential  campaign. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  view  of  that  situation  of  affairs,  Senator,  1  find 
it  a  little  difficult  to  conceive  why  you  should  take  the  trouble  to 
come  here  at  all  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  thank  you  for  making  that  inquiry.  I  did  not 
expect  to  come  here  until  I  read — that  is  I  had  not  seen  anything 
that  induced  me  to  offer  to  come  here  until  I  read — in  the  Cincinnati 
Times  Star  that  Mr.  Mulhall  had  testified  that  early  in  January,  1908, 
he  had  attended  a  conference  at  my  house  in  this  city,  a  secret  con- 
ference of  Republican  Senators,  and  that  he  had  gone  there  in  com- 
pany with  the  late  Vice  President,  Mr.  Sherman. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  refer  to  that,  did  you? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  I  did  not.  I  say  I  thank  you.  You  have 
called  my  attention  to  it.  I  intended  to  refer  to  that,  but  I  had  over- 
looked it. 

Mr.  Mulhall  is  in  error  about  that.  No  such  conference  was  ever 
held  in  my  house,  or  any  other  place.  I  never  attended  any  confer- 
ence with  anybody  about  anythmg  of  that  nature,  and  Vice  President 
Sherman  was  never  in  my  house  in  his  life,  so  far  as  either  I  or  Mrs. 
F*    |  ■■*  ■    -  recall,  unless  it  was  in\$0\,N*Wvha  attended  a  general 
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reception  that  I  gave  to  Mr.  Taft  when  he  returned  from  the  Philip- 
pines. To  that  reception  all  the  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate 
were  invited,  and  he  was  probably  there.  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not 
remember  him  at  all,  but  assume  that  he  was  there  then. 

With  that  exception  he  never  was  in  my  house  at  any  time  in  his 
life;  so  Mr.  Mulhall's  statement  that  he  attended,  in  Qpmpany  with 
Mr.  Sherman,  a  conference  of  that  nature  in  my  house,  is  without  any 
foundation  whatever;  and  about  that  I  do  not  say  " according  to  my 
recollection."     I  say  that  positively. 

Senator  Reed.  Senator,  have  you  looked  at  the  record  to  see 
whether  Mr.  Mulhall  did  testify  to  that,  or  was  that  some  newspaper 
report  ? 

Air.  Foraker.  I  say  it  appeared  in  a  newspaper.  I  have  the 
newspaper  here.     It  appeared  in  the  Cincinnati  Times  Star. 

I  felt  it  was  my  duty  to  the  dead  to  come  here,  because  I  knew 
that  Vict  President  Sherman  had  his  enemies,  and  they  would  be 
glad  to  attribute  to  him  the  charge  of  having  joined  in  a  "plot," 
as  this  was  characterized,  to  overtnrow  Mr.  Taft  and  to  embarrass 
and  annoy  President  Roosevelt. 

Senator  Walsh.  Senator,  you  evidently  have  had  the  testimony 
of  Mr.  Mulhall  examined  with  some  care. 


Mr.  Foraker.  Oh.  yes,  I  have. 
Senator  Walsh.  Did  you, 


on  your  examination  of  the  testimony 
of  Mr.  Mulhall,  find  any  reference  therein  to  such  a  meeting? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  sir,  I  did  not,  and  if  you  had  waited  a  minute, 
I  intended  to  ask  the  committee  why  it  is  not  in  there.  It  went  out 
to  the  newspapers. 

And  let  me  say  another  thing.  When  Mr.  Lamar  testified,  he 
testified  that  he  represented  Mr.  Sage,  who  employed  me,  and  that 
he  came  here  and  went  with  mt  to  see  President  McKinley,  with 
the  result  that  he  mentioned,  and  the  statement  was  made  in  the 
newspapers  that  we  were  both  denounced  as  a  couple  of  black- 
mailers. I  had  never  heard  that  anybody  had  called  mo  a  black- 
mailer, and  so  I  looked  at  the  record,  and  I  found  that  what  he 
said  was  not  that,  but  that  Mr.  Sage  and  he  were  both  denounced 
as  blackmailers.  It  is  very  unfortunate  that  these  reports  get  out 
in  that  incorrect  way,  and  I  mention  that  simply  because  it  is  another 
indication 

Senator  Walsh.  Would  you  not  reasonably  draw  the  inference  that 
if  it  is  not  in  the  record,  it  did  not  occur  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  did  not  know  it  was  not  in  the  record  until  yester- 
day, when  I  was  in  here,  when  I  saw  Mr.  Karger,  who  represents  the 
Cincinnati  Times  Star,  and  I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  that 
statement  had  appeared  in  his  paper,  and  that  I  had  been  reading 
over  the  record  on  my  way  here,  and  that  I  could  not  find  it  at  all. 
I  asked  him  where  it  was,  and  he  said  it  had  appeared  in  something 
that  was  read  here.     That  is  mv  recollection  of  what  he  said. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  thought  that  remark  was  rather  strange,  that 
you  wore  surprised  that  it  did  not  appear  in  the  record.  I  should 
think  that  if  you  did  not  find  it  in  the  record,  you  would  reach  the 
conclusion  that  it  had  not  occurred. 

Mr.  Foraker.  No;  I  have  known  Mr.  Karger  for  many  years.  I 
think  he  is  a  truthful,  reliable  man.     I  do  not  believe  he  wo>31A.xsvkk«,- 
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facture  a  story  of  that  kind.  I  think  he  would  write  the  truth,  and  I 
think  something  of  that  kind  must  have  occurred.  So  I  had  intended 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  fact  that  that  kind  of  a 
newspaper  report  had  gone  out,  but  that  I  could  not  find  anything 
of  it  in  the  record.  It  was  because  I  supposed  it  was  in  the  record 
that  I  wrote  the  chairman  of  this  committee,  whom  I  have  known  a 

{rood  many  years,  and  known  rather  familiarly,  to  say  that  I  would 
ike  to  appear  here  to  correct  some  of  Mr.  MulhalTs  statements. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  say  in  this  connection  that  I  myself  have  no 
recollection  of  either  the  one  or  the  other. 

Mr.  Gus  J.  Karger.  Senator,  may  I  say  a  word  right  hero? 

Mr.  Foraker.  You  have  my  permission. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  Karger.  The  article  speaks  for  itself.  It  does  not  say  that 
it  was  testimony.  It  says  it  was  in  the  form  of  a  letter  that  was  pre- 
sented, and  those  letters  were  given  to  the  press,  and  we  had  the 
privilege  of  going  through  them:  and  you  will  find  that  the  excerpts 
m  the  Times-Star  are  taken  literally  from  the  letters  that  Mr.  MulhaLl 
wrote,  and  which  were  given  to  the  public. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  know  how  it  appears,  but  that  is  what  I 
thought  ought  to  be  corrected.  It  did  not  reflect  on  me.  We  had 
a  right  to  have  a  conference  at  my  house,  I  suppose. 

^Fr.  Karger.  Senator,  perhaps  some  of  these  letters  were  not  read 
into  the  record,  but  they  were  certainly  given  to  the  public. 

Mr.  Foraker.  They  got  to  the  public. 

Senator  Reed.  All  the  letters  that  were  given  to  the  press  were, 
every  one  of  them,  introduced  in  evidence.  The  committee  did  not 
read  aloud  every  letter,  because  of  wanting  to  save  time.  We  only 
read  such  letters  as  we  thought  it  necessary  that  the  committee  should 
have  before  them  in  order  to  keep  track  of  the  course  of  events;  but 
the  letters  that  we  handed  to  the  press  are  all  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  have  before  me  the  newspaper.  You  see  it  is 
headed  "Mulhall  relates  political  plot." 

Senator  Reed.  If  it  will  not  interrupt 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  have  no  objection. 

Senator  Reed.  I  should  like  to  clear  up  this  one  matter. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  is  the  date  of  it  ? 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter  ? 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  letter  here  of  April  28,  1908.  I  do  not 
know  whether  this  was  read  aloud  or  not,  but  it  is  one  of  the  printed 
letters.     This  is  1511-1515.     It  says: 

On  Saturday  I  called  on  several  of  the  secretaries,  including  Mr.  Shreave,  Mr. 
Walker,  Mr.  Alden,  and  others,  keeping  in  touch  with  them  as  much  as  possible,  so 
that  I  might  be  able  to  offset  any  work  that  Gushing  might  do  with  those  gentlemen. 

While  in  Mr.  Alden'e  office  he  told  me  that  Senator  Foraker  was  very  anxious  to 
see  me,  and  advised  me  to  send  my  card  in  to  the  Senator,  which  I  did  do,  about  2  p.  m. 
I  saw  Senator  Foraker  in  the  lobby  of  the  Senate  for  a  few  moments,  he  asking  me  to 
call  at  his  home  about  7  p.  m.  that  evening.  I  went  to  Senator  Foraker's  house,  as 
instructed,  at  7  p.  m.,  and  found  a  conference  going  on  there  between  several  promi- 
nent members  oi  the  Senate 

Senator  Nelson.  Senator,  I  now  recall  the  fact  that  that  letter  or 
part  of  it  was  read.     I  remember  it  very  well. 

Senator  Reed.  It  probably  can  be  found  in  the  record,  but  I  will 
continue  reading.  Before  doing  that,  I  will  say  that  the  stenographic 
record  of  these  hearings  shows  t\ve  toWoV\xv^\ 
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Senator  Reed.  1511-1515  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man.     Is  it? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
(Senator  Walsh  here  read  in  full  1511-1515.) 

That  is  what  the  record  shows,  and  this  letter  is  not  copied  into 
the  stenographic  record,  because  we  instructed  the  official  stenogra- 
pher not  to  duplicate  these  letters,  as  they  would  all  be  printed  in 
the  volume  of  Mr.  MulhalTs  correspondence,  as  letters.  Now  let  me 
read  on: 

I  went  to  Senator  Foraker  s  house,  as  instructed,  at  7  p.  m.,  and  found  a  conference 
going  on  there  between  several  prominent  members  of  the  Senate,  who  will  be  in 
opposition  to  the  President  and  his  policies  at  the  coming  Chicago  convention.  This 
was  a  secret  conference  of  a  number  of  leaders  of  the  Senate.  Senator  Foraker  told 
me  that  he  would  like  to  have  me  aid  Mr.  Mudd  in  Maryland  and  on  the  30th  instant 
at  the  convention  to  be  held  in  Maryland  to  elect  delegates  to  the  Chicago  convention 
and  do  all  I  possibly  could  against  instructions  of  the  Maryland  delegation  for  Taft. 
I  remained  at  Senator  Foraker's  house  for  about  an  hour  and  while  there  the  confer- 
ence went  on,  Senator  Foraker  telling  me  that  I  might  be  seated  and  that  he  wished 
me  to  stay  until  after  the  meeting  was  over,  as  he  would  like  to  talk  matters  over 
fully  with  me.  I  learned  while  at  the  Senator's  home  that  the  opposition  to  the 
President  intends  to  let  no  legislation  through  that  he  wkhes  at  this  session  of  Con- 
gress, and  intends  to  fight  the  Taft  forces  to  a  finish.  The  leaders  that  were  at  this 
meeting  were  very  confident  that  they  would  beat  Taft  at  the  Chicago  convention, 
and  from  what  was  stated  they  were  perfectly  confident  of  having  the  majority  of  the 
national  committee  with  them,  who  would  seat  all  the  contesting  delegations  that 
would  come  to  Chicago  against  Taft.  There  is  a  whole  lot  that  took  place  at  this 
meeting  that  very  well  can  not  be  put  on  paper,  but  when  I  see  you  east  here,  on  the 
12th  instant,  or  at  the  convention,  I  will  fully  go  over  the  matter  with  you  or  with 
Mr.  Van  Cleave,  so  that  you  can  be  thoroughly  posted  about  all  that  took  place. 

I  think  that  is  the  reference. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Did  he  not  say  there  in  the  letter  that  he  went  to 
my  house  in  company  with  the  Vice  President,  Mr.  Sherman  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Senator,  this  is  a  very  long  letter 

Mr.  Foraker.  The  newspaper  so  announced.  It  is  immaterial 
whether  it  is  there.  It  was  in  the  newspaper.  That  is  what 
prompted  me 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  read  all  that  I  think  applies  to  this.  How- 
ever, I  will  glance  through  the  letter  again. 

Senator  Foraker.  Now  that  you  have  read  it  I  can  state,  speak- 
ing intelligently,  that  no  such  conference  ever  occurred  at  my  house, 
or  any  other  place.  It  was  not  an  unusual  thing  for  Senators  to 
call  on  me,  but  I  do  not  remember  more  than  one  or  two  ever  calling 
at  once.  I  know  nobody  ever  called  there  to  have  a  conference  about  • 
political  conditions.  Such  a  thing  never  occurred  anywhere,  either 
at  my  house  or  elsewhere.  I  did  not  have  enough  interest  in  that 
matter  to  ask  people  to  come  to  have  a  conference  with  me  about  it. 
I  was  opposed  to  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Taft,  for  reasons  the  whole 
country  may  be  familiar  with,  or  not,  and  I  was  willing  to  do  any- 
thing I  could,  without  going  particularly  out  of  my  way  about  it; 
but  I  never  spent  five  minutes  of  time  or  five  cents  in  money  to 
bring  about  that  result. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  that  connection,  however,  I  understood  from 
you,  Senator,  that  there  were  quite  a  number  of  gentlemen  in  both 
Houses  of  Congress  who  felt  the  same  way  that  you  did  about  it, 
and  that  you  were  more  or  less  in  association  with  each  other. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  In   an  effort  to  defeat  t\ifc  iioxQ^feVtarcL  A  ^kt 
Taft? 
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Mr.  Foraker.  Yes.  Mr.  Fairbanks  was  then  Vice  President,  and 
he  had  his  friends,  and  there  was  no  enmity  between  those  who  were 
friendly  to  him  and  those  who  were  friendly  to  me.  There  were 
others,  I  do  not  now  r?member  who  they  were;  but  there  was  never 
any  formal  alliance,  or  compact  to  cooperate,  or  anything  of  that 
sort,  and  I  have  no  recollection  that  Mr.  Mulhall  came  to  my  house. 
I  know  he  never  came  in  company  with  Vice  President  Snerman. 
Mr.  Sherman  never  was  in  my  nousc,  unless  in  1904,  at  the  time  I 
have  referred  to.  Mr.  Mulhall  might  have  been  there  at  times  I  do 
not  recall,  but  he  was  never  there  at  a  conference  such  as  he  mentions. 

Senator  Reed.  This  does  not  say  Mr.  Sherman  was  there. 

Mr.  Foraker.  The  newspaper  announced  that  he  came  there  in 
company  with  him. 

Senator  Reed.  At  least,  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  it.  Mr. 
Sherman's  name  is  frequentlv  referred  to  in  the  fore  part  of  the  letter, 
but  that  refers  to  meeting  Mr.  Sherman  at  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Here  is  what  I  said  in  the  newspaper  about  that: 

The  report  shows  that  Mulhall  testified  Thursday  before  the  Senate  committee 
that,  in  company  with  the  late  Vice  President  Sherman,  he  attended  a  secret  confer- 
ence of  Republicans  at  my  office,  at  which  it  was  determined  that  no  further  Roosevelt 
legislation  should  be  enacted,  and  that  I  told  him  the  national  committee  would 
defeat  the  nomination  of  Taft  by  unseating  the  Taft  delegates,  etc. 

I  had  forgotten  that  feature  of  it. 

This  whole  story  is  another  pure  fabrication.  There  is  not  one  single  word  of  truth 
in  it  from  beginning  to  end. 

No  such  conference  was  ever  held  at  my  office  or  elsewhere,  and  I  never  had  any 
conversation  with  Mulhall,  or  anybody  else,  of  the  character  mentioned  at  any  time 
or  place. 

His  own  letters  show  the  utter  untruthfulness  of  his  statements. 

That  is,  his  letters  show  that  he  never  was  at  my  house;  that  he 
never  saw  me  personally  in  the  way  he  states.  You  will  find  when  you 
read  them  carefully,  and  put  them  together,  gentlemen  of  the  com- 
mittee, that  his  own  letters  show  that  he  never  in  his  life  saw  me 
personally  from  the  9th  day  of  March  when  he  called  with  his  10 
captains  of  labor,  until  the  10th  day  of  September  when  he  came  to 
Cincinnati  to  see  Mr.  Taft,  and  dropped  into  my  office,  when  he 
reported  that  he  had  seen  George  Cox  going  into  my  private  office, 
a  thing  that  he  was  mistaken  about. 

Senator  Reed.  What  wore  those  dates  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  From  March  9,  1907,  when  he  called  with  his  delega- 
tion, until  September  10, 1908,  his  letters  will  show  that  he  was  writing 
me,  and  he  was  explaining  wThy  he  had  not  seen  me.  I  invited  him  to 
see  me  at  the  Waldorf,  he  naving  failed  to  see  me  at  Cincinnati;  but  he 
missed  me  at  the  Waldorf,  and  in  another  letter  he  told  mo  why  he  had. 
I  ought  to  say  now  that  an  envelope  was  introduced  in  evidence  here, 
on  which  were  written  five  names  which  ho  said  I  gave  him.  That, 
like  nearly  everything  else  in  my  relations  with  him,  came  about 
on  his  own  initiative.  I  was  coming  home  from  Maine  early  in 
Septomber,  1910 — I  had  been  spending  the  summer  up  there — 
and  I  saw  this  gentleman  coming  through  the  aisle  in  the  car;  and 
when  he  saw  me,  that  is  as  far  as  he  had  occasion  to  go.  He  engaged 
me  in  conversation,  and  I  was  glad  to  see  him.  I  folt  kindly  toward 
him.  I  thought  he  was  one  of  my  good  friends  who  had  supported 
me,  and  was  loyal  and  friendly  to  me  then.  I  asked  him  wnat  he 
was  doing.     He  was  very  mucn  occwp\&&  m\Xv  ^<A\t\cja,  and  told  me 
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that  he  had  an  engagement  to  call  on  President  Taft  at  Beverly 
shortly  after  that.  What  he  wanted  was,  they  did  not  like  the 
situation  in  Ohio,  and  he  wanted  to  know'  what  suggestions  I  could 
make.  I  was  not  then  active  in  politics.  I  had  gone  out  of  the 
Senate,  and  was  engaged  in  the  practice  of  the  law,  and  my  time 
was  all  taken  up,  and  I  had  in  a  way  lost  connection ;  but  I  said  to 
him  I  thought  the  situation  needed  attention,  and  perhaps  upon 
his  request — I  do  not  remember  about  that,  I  think  it  was  on  his 
request — I  named  five  gentlemen  who  were  not  identified  with 
politics  but  who  wTerc  large  manufacturers,  who  employed  a  great 
many  men;  men  whom  I  thought  he  might  see  to  advantage,  or  nave 
President  Taft  see.  I  remember  one  of  them  was  Mr.  Hooven  of 
Hamilton.  Another  was  Col.  John  N.  Taylor  of  East  Liverpool, 
a  prominent  potter.  Another  was  H.  M.  Hanna,  of  Cleveland, 
Senator  Hanna's  brother.  Another  was  Col.  Morgan  of  Alliance,  a 
large  manufacturer,  and  another  was  C.  D.  Firrstone  of  Columbus. 
They  wore  all  Republicans,  manufacturers,  and  interested,  I  sup- 
posed, in  the  success  of  the  party;  and  I  told  him  that  if  he  wanted 
to  help  in  Ohio  I  thought  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  get  the  President 
to  do  something  to  get  those  men  interested.  He  was  going  to  see 
the  President  by  appointment,  on  that  business,  and  I  just  named 
those  men,  and  ne  wrote  them  down  on  the  back  of  an  envelope.  I 
did  not  expect  ever  to  hear  from  it;  but  here  they  are,  those  five 
names.  There  is  no  mystery  about  it.  I  expect  other  people  have 
done  as  bad  things  as  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  Senator,  I  have  here  a  letter  under  date  of  May 
23,  1908,  apparently  written  by  you  during  the  period  you  refer  to, 
between  March  and  September  of  that  year. 

Mr.  Foraker  (after  examining  the  letter).  Yes,  I  suppose  I  wrote 
that  letter.  That  is  my  signature  to  it,  at  any  rate.  That  is  a  letter 
introducing  him  to  Mr.  Charles  L.  Kurtz. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  recall  under  what  circumstances  you  wrote 
that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No;  I  do  not  recall  under  what  circumstances,  but 
I  think  that  letter 

Senator  Walsh.  Was  it  written  through  his  personal  solicitation, 
or  through  a  request  in  a  letter  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  know.  Let  me  have  my  files  and  I  will 
see.  I  do  not  tliink  Mr.  Mulhall  came  to  see  me  to  get  that  letter. 
I  think  he  must  have  written  me  or  telephoned  me,  or  something  like 
that.  He  might  have  come,  but  this  correspondence  will  show  that 
he  had  no  conference  with  me  that  I  know  ot  at  any  time  about  any- 
thing.    May  23,  1907,  he  wrote  me 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  1908,  Senator. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  I  know.  I  am  turning  now  to  1908,  to  see 
whether  this  correspondence  locates  him.  January  9,  1908,  I  wrote 
him.  January  17,  1908,  he  wrote  me  from  Indianapolis.  January 
21, 1  invited  mm  to  come  and  see  me.  January  27,  1908,  he  answered 
saying  he  had  been  somewhere,  and  had  been  unable  to  see  me.  He 
wrote  me  from  Chicago,  July  11,  1908,  as  follows: 

Hon.  Jos.  B.  Foraker, 

Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

My  Dsab  Senator:  I  expect  to  be  in  Cincinnati  in  the  near  future,  «xA  V  ^r^xjNSl 
like  greatly  to  have  a  conference  with  you  in  relation  to  yo\w  *ft*\tfe  m^tosi. 
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This  would  be  about  that  date.  The  last  letter  that  I  had  before 
that  from  him  is  dated  January  27,  1908,  according  to  thia.  Now 
wait  until  I  road  further: 

I  know  that  you  are  fully  posted  on  ihc  gplcndiil  fight  that  the  manufacturers  put 

up  here  at  the  fLiit-njrn  convention,  anil  I  wish  to  say  that  we  expect  to  be  deeply 
interested  in  the  Ohio  campaign  this  fall.  I  was  over  lo  St.  LouU  on  Wednesday 
and  had  a  long  talk  with  Mr.  Van  (  leave,  president  of  our  association,  and  he  stated 
that  he  would  w-riic  von,  ami  ativthiiijf  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufactur- 
ers,  ororgaiiizutionunffilintinK  with  lis  can  do  for  you,  will  be  gladly  done  if  you  think 
we  can  render  anv  service  to  vu  in  this  next  campaign. 

I  feel  certain  that  you  have  heard  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  by  this  time,  so  for  th» 
above-stated  realms  1  am  anxious  to  sec  you  and  we  if  we  can  not  do  something  to 
repay  your  many  kind  act.*  lo  our  people. 

This  is  datod  July  11,  1908. 

I  am  leaving  here  on  Monday  for  Sow  York,  so  I  would  be  pleased  if  you  would 
answer  this  letter  170  Broadway,  Sew  York  City,  our  eastern  office. 

Up  to  that  date  ho  had  not  soon  mo  since  March  9,  1908,  as  I 
understand  the  correspondence. 

Senator  Keed.  If  it  will  not  interrupt  you,  do  you  think  it  neces- 
sarily follows  because  he  wrote  asking  for  an  appointment  st  some 
time,  that  ho  had  not  seen  you  in  the  interval;  or  do  you  mean  it  as 
a  matter  of  recollection  on  your  part? 

Mr.  Forakeii.  No,  it  is  not  a  matter  of  recollection;  I  would  not 
recollect  anything  about  it.  I  did  not  know  I  had  written  him  M 
many  letters  as  I  did.     I  knew  I  had  not  written  him  very  many. 

Senator  Keed.  Very  likely. 

Mr.  KoitAKEit.  I  know  what  I  am  testifying  to,  because  of  nub. 
statements  us  this.  He  wrote  me  May  23,  1907,  which  was  two  or 
three  months  after  lie  called  with  the  labor  delegation,  saying: 

I  came  bore  from  Sew  York  last  Murulav  mnrniiu.' — 
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your  inquiry  as  to  what  help,  if  any,  you  can  render  in  our  impending  contest.  Until 
I  return  to  Ohio  about  September  first,  I  do  not  know  of  any  specific  assistance  you 
can  give,  but  I  shall  bear  in  mind  your  kind  proffer  of  help,  and  in  the  contingency 
of  opportunity  to  avail  myself  of  it,  communicate  with  you  further. 

Hoping  everything  is  going  along  satisfactorily  and  thanking  you  for  the  help  you 
are  giving  to  the  general  cause,  I  remain, 

Very  truly,  J.  B.  Foraker. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  find  any  reference  in  the  conclusion  of 
the  letters  to  the  communication  or  the  letter  under  date  of  May  23 1 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  I  do  not  find  any  reference  in  my  letters  or  any 
of  them.     I  do  not  know  how  Mr.  Mulhall  got  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  he  preserved  all  of  them. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  know  where  that  was  written.  I  had  it 
written  from  Cincinnati  or  Washington. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  evidently  written  from  Washington. 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  might  have  come  here.  I  would  accept  without 
question  anything  Mr.  Mulhall  would  say  about  it  as  to  where  he  got 
it.  He  might  have  called  and  got  that.  He  was  perhaps  on  nis 
way  then  to  the  national  convention.  It  met  shortly  after  that,  I 
suppose,  in  June. 

Senator  Walsh.  Then  this  would  rather  suggest  that  you  did 
meet  him  some  time  in  the  month  of  May? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  might  have  met  him  about  a  matter  like  that, 
he  might  have  come  and  asked  me  to  give  him  a  letter  of  introduc- 
tion; but  I  had  no  conference  with  him  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Walsh.  Who  is  Mr.  C.  L.  Kurtz  of  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  is  not  of  Chicago;  he  is  of  Columbus,  Ohio.  He 
was  my  secretary  when  I  was  governor  of  Ohio  for  four  years.  He 
was  a  very  capable  man,  and  was  anti-Taft,  and  was  going  to  Chi- 
cago to  defeat  Mr.  Taft  if  he  could;  and  I  thought  Mr.  Mulhall  was 
intent  on  the  same  purpose,  and  I  gave  him  a  letter  of  introduction 
to  Mr.  Kurtz,  hoping  that  together  they  would  be  able  to  accomplish 
something.     There  is  no  mystery  about  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  letter  speaks  in  rather  complimentary  terms 
of  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  it  does.  I  felt  just  that  way  about  him. 
When  a  man  is  supporting  you  for  the  Presidency  he  looks  good  to 
you,  especially  if  he  has  all  the  labor  organizations  of  the  country 
under  his  thumb. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  long  did  you  continue  to  entertain  that 
opinion  of  Col.  Mulhall,  Senator? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  think  until  I  read  in  the  newspaper  that  he  had 
sold  these  letters  to  the  New  York  World. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  down  to  that  time  he  enjoyed  your  con- 
fidence as  being  trustworthy? 

Mr.  Foraker.  At  a  distance.  I  never  saw  him,  that  I  know  of, 
during  all  those  years.  I  had  no  occasion  to  think  about  him  one 
way  or  the  other,  except  in  1910,  when  he  met  me  on  the  train  and 
got  five  names  from  me.  He  was  still  loyal,  because  he  wanted  the 
names  of  people  who  could  help,  and  I  gave  them  to  him.  They 
were  all  good  men,  and  he  afterwards  gave  the  names  to  the  President. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  Senator  wants  you  to  give  the  best  cartificate 
of  character  you  can. 
Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  want  to  say  anything  ill  of  Mr.  Mulhall. 
During  all  the  years  I  knew  him  I  i\iou%bA,  toII  of  him,  or  I  would 
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not  have  had  any  correspondence  with  him;  and  yet  I  did  not  imagine 
he  was  as  great  a  man  as  he  seemed  to  think  he  was,  or  that  he  nad 
as.  much  influence  as  he  seemed  to  think  he  had.  I  did  not  take  him 
so  seriously  as  he  took  himself.  I  do  not  say  that  in  any  un kindness. 
I  did  not  think  he  could  control  the  whole  county,  including  all  the 
back  townships. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  believe  this  is  very  interesting,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  just  one  other  line  of  inquiry  I  want  to 
pursue,  and  that  only  briefly,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well,  Senator. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  were  opposed,  as  I  understand,  to  most  of  the 
legislation  in  relation  to  the  regulation  of  injunctions  which  was  under- 
stood to  be  sought  by  him  ? 

Senator  Foraker.  Yes.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  saw  an  anti-injunc- 
tion bill  that  I  was  willing  to  support. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  1902  you  mtroduced  a  safety  appliance  act? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  an  impression,  Senator,  that  that  act  was 
passed  many  years  before  1902. 

Mr.  Foraker.  This  was  an  amendment  of  it,  making  it  applicable 
in  certain  cases  where  the  law,  as  it  originally  was  passed,  did  not 
apply.  I  wrote  a  report,  and  might  have  nad  it  here  if  I  had  thought 
it  would  come  up. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  that  become  effective  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  sir,  it  passed  and  went  into  effect  and  is  a  law 
to-day;  and  I  did  that  at  the  request  of  what  you  might  call  a  regular 
lobbyist,  a  Mr.  Hugh  Fuller,  who  was  the  representative  of  the  Amer- 
ican Federation  of  Xabor — no,  not  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
but  the  railroad  organizations.  He  was  here  representing  railroad 
organizations  of  some  kind — the  brotherhood  of  engineers  or  con- 
ductors, I  believe. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  was  such  a  bill  as  they  desired? 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  said  it  was,  and  he  stopped  me  one  day — I  do 
not  remember  when  or  where  or  how — and  stated  he  wanted  to  lay 
the  matter  before  me;  that  the  law  they  had  was  unsatisfactory,  and 
they  had  prepared  a  bill  to  amend  it  and  correct  it,  and  he  would  like 
for  me  to  introduce  it.  I  went  over  it  and  made  such  changes  as  I 
thought  ought  to  be  made,  and,  approving  the  measure,  thinking  it 
was  a  proper  piece  of  legislation,  I  mtroduced  it,  and  championed  it 
all  the  way  through  the  committee  and  through  the  Senate,  and,  I 
think,  to  their  satisfaction. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Foraker.  The  only  other  lobbyist  I  have  any  recollection  of 
having  bothered  me  particularly  was — what  was  his  name  ?  He  was 
some  gentleman  representing  the  Anti-Saloon  League  here,  a  very 
nice  gentleman.  Neither  one  of  them  ever  said  an  improj  er  thing 
to  me.  What  was  the  name  of  that  man,  Mr.  Dinwiddie?  Mr.  Din- 
widdie  was  here  for  years  during  the  term  of  my  service,  and  very 
frequently  he  would  see  me  and  make  suggestions  about  legislation 
along  the  line  of  his  mission  here,  just  as  Mr.  Fuller  was  doing. 
Neither  one  of  them  ever  said  a  word  that  was  improper.  I  sup- 
posed they  had  a  right  to  see  me.     I  supposed  th&i  ^*s»  ^\^X»^V. 
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was  here  for,  to  find  out  what  the  people  wanted,  and  in  so  far  as  I 
could  approve  ef  it  to  give  it  to  them. 

There  may  be  other  things,  but  I  do  not  recall  what  they  are,  that 
I  would  like  to  mention;  but  if  a  Senator  has  any  other  question 
to  ask  I  will  be  very  glad  to  answer  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  try  to  get  a  little  further  light  on  one  or 
two  matters,  Senator. 

Here  is  that  envelope  you  referred  to  that  has  on  it  the  list  of 
names  which  I  believe  was  made  up  in  the  train,  and  which  I  believe 
you  handed  to  Col.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Foraker.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  In  whose  handwriting  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  is  my  handwriting,  but  it  is  not  my  envelope. 
Mr.  Mulhall  evidently  handed  me  that  and  asked  me  to  write  the 
names  on  it  so  he  would  be  able  to  get  the  addresses  correctly.  I 
would  like  to  read  this,  because  I  do  not  know  whether  I  gave  them 
in  order: 

CD.  Firretone,  Columbus  Buggy  Co. 
Col.  W.  H.  Morgan,  Alliance,  Ohio. 
John  N.  Taylor,  East  Liverpool. 

It  is  John  H.  in  most  of  the  papers. 

D.  J.  Sinclair,  Steubenville,  Ohio; 
H.  M.  Hanna,  Cleveland. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  an  envelope  which  bears  the  address  of 
Mr.  Mulhall;  that  is,  it  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Mulhall 
was  talking  with  you  on  the  train,  and  you  wrote  these  names  on  the 
envelope  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  At  his  request,  no  doubt;  but  I  do  not  remember 
the  exact  words. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  about  when  that  was  when  you 
met  him  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  it  was  in  September.  I  remember  it  because 
there  is  another  letter  in  the  record,  written  October  5,  1910,  in 
which  he  tells  me  that  on  September  12  he  kept  his  engagement  with 
the  President  that  he  told  me  about  on  the  tram,  so  it  was  earlier  than 
that;  and  I  know  I  got  home  to  Ohio  from  Maine  earlier  than  Sep- 
tember 12. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  1910? 

Mr.  Foraker.  1910,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Senator,  in  1910  you  were  a  candidate  for  the 
Senate,  were  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  was  not  a  candidate  for  the  Senate.  I  remember 
he  said  1  told  him  that.  I  was  not  a  candidate  for  the  Senate  in  1910, 
but  on  the  contrary  was  for  my  colleague,  Senator  Dick,  and  openly 
in  speeches  advocated  his  reelection  to  the  Senate.  1  made  a  speech 
at  Marysville,  Ohio — ; — 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  mean  to  state  a  fact;  I  was  asking  a  ques- 
tion and  I  wanted  to  know. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  was  not  then  a  candidate  for  the  Senate,  and  I 
have  never  been  a  candidate  for  anything  since  I  left  the  Senate. 

Senator  Reed.  Since  1908? 

Mr.  Foraker.    Since  1908. 
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Senator  Reed.  These  names  that  are  written  on  here  are  the  names 
of  prominent  manufacturers  in  your  State,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Forakeb.  Yes,  sir,  and  good  Republicans. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  Mulhall  say  he  wanted  the  names  for  ? 

Mr.  Forakeb.  Let  me  have  Mr.  MulhaU's  letter  to  me.  I  think 
maybe  that  tells.  [After  examining  the  letter.]  October  5, 1910,  Mr. 
Mulhall  wrote  me  from  New  York  the  following: 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  23. 

October  5,  1910. 
Hon.  Joseph  B.  Foraker, 

Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Senator: 

I  suppose  you  will  be  surprised  to  receive  a  letter  at  this  late  date  from  me  in  rela- 
tion to  my  visit  to  Beverly,  Mass.,  to  see  the  President  on  September  12th.  I  have 
been  so  rushed  with  work  lor  the  past  few  weeks  that  it  has  been  impossible  for  me  to 
attend  to  my  mail,  and,  besides,  my  wife,  the  Greatest  helper  I  have  to  keep  up  my 
correspondence,  has  been  sick  for  some  time  ana  has  been  unable  to  run  around  witn 
me,  so  for  that  reason  I  have  got  way  behind  with  my  correspondence. 

When  I  met  you  on  the  train  coming  from  Boston  last  month — 

That  would  fix  it  in  September,  and  I  know  it  must  have  been  early 
in  September — 

I  told  you  of  the  arrangements  I  had  made  to  visit  the  President,  and  those  arrange- 
ments were  fully  carried  out.  I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  President  Taft 
on  the  12th,  and  submitted  to  him  a  lot  of  names  of  Gentlemen  who  would  help  in  the 
campaign  in  the  different  States  throughout  the  Union. 

That  shows  he  was  gathering  names  of  that  kind,  I  suppose.  I 
would  so  understand  that. 

I  submitted  to  him  10  names  from  Ohio,  5  in  addition  to  the  ones  that  you  gave 
me.  He  stated  to  me  that  he  would  get  in  communication  with  some  of  the  gentlemen 
mentioned  on  your  list  when  he  went  to  Cincinnati.  He  seemed  to  scrutinize  the  list 
very  closely  and  talked  as  if  Mr.  John  H.  Taylor — 

It  ought  to  be  John  N.  Taylor — 

of  East  Liverpool,  and  Mr.  II .  M.  Hanna  were  not  enthusiastic  friends  of  his. 

I  suppose  he  had  visions  of  Dan  Hanna. 

Of  course  I  did  not  mention  your  name  in  any  shape  or  form,  but  gave  the  entire 
list  as  members  of  our  organization,  which  certainly  they  are . 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  Senator 

Senator  Forakeb.  I  want  to  finish  this;  this  is  a  good  letter  all 
the  way  through.     I  read  further: 

He  seemed  to  be  very  anxious  to  get  our  people  actively  to  work  in  Ohio,  and  was 
greatly  pleased  with  the  work  I  told  him  had  been  done  m  Massachusetts  and  other 
States,  and  advised  me  that  I  should  inform  our  people  to  do  everything  we  possibly 
could  to  keep  in  touch  with  the  leaders  of  the  national  congressional  committee  so  that 
we  might  be  able  to  help  in  close  congressional  districts.  He  sent  me  to  the  station  in 
his  automobile,  along  with  Senator  Curtis,  of  Kansas — 

He  was  traveling  in  good  company — 

and  when  leaving  the  station  at  Beverly,  Mr.  Norton — 

Mr.  Norton  was  private  secretary  to  the  President — 

stilted  that  he  knew  the  President  would  be  pleased  to  see  me  at  any  time  to  give 
some  information  concerning  what  the  manufacturers  of  our  organization  were  doing. 
I  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  Mr.  Kirby,  our  president,  in  Washington  about  10  days 
ago.  and  told  him  about  meeting  you  on  the  train,  and  advised  him  to  get  in  touch 
with  you  to  help  out  in  Ohio.  You  know  I  suggested  this  to  you.  «&  wst  Sx&rectosw  N^V 
hope  Mr.  Kirby  and  our  other  Mends  can  be  oi  acme  \uftp. 
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Hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing  from  you  and  that  I  can  be  of  some  service  to 
you  in  the  Ohio  campaign,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Faithfully  yours, 

M.  M.  MlTLHALL. 

To  that  I  answered  as  follows,  and  I  will  read  this  and  then  I  am 
done: 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  24. 

October  7,  1910. 

Col.  M.  M.  MULHALL, 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

Dear  Colonel:  I  write  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  October  5, 
and  to  thank  you  for  giving  me  the  information  it  imparts.  I  hope  you  will  be  suc- 
cessful in  vour  work  of  organization  in  our  State.  A  few  days  ago  I  met  Mr.  O.  V. 
Parish  of  Hamilton.  I  told  him  about  giving  you  the  name  of  Mr.  Hooven.  He  told 
me  that  Mr.  Hooven  is  in  Europe  and  that  he  will  probably  not  return  until  near 
election  day.  He  told  me  to  give  you  the  name  of  James  K.  Cullen.  He  is  president 
of  one  of  the  largest  manufacturing  companies  of  their  city. 

I  have  not  yet  seen  Mr.  Kirby,  but  I  will  be  glad  to  see  him  any  time. 

It  is  early  to  predict  what  the  election  result  will  be,  but  according  to  the  advices 
I  am  receiving  Harding  will  be  elected.    Hastily,  but  very  truly  yours,  etc., 

J.  B.  Foraker. 

My  estimate  was  incorrect.  He  was  beaten  by  a  very  large  vote; 
but  that  does  not  change  anything  in  the  effect  of  the  letter.  Mr. 
Kirby  did  write  me,  and  I  should  like  to  put  that  letter  in  evidence. 
This  is  a  letter  he  wrote  me,  and  the  only  letter: 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  29. 

Dayton,  Ohio,  October  24, 1910. 
Hon.  J.  B.  Fokaker, 

Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  read  in  yesterday  morning's  paper  your  Marysville  speech. 

That  is  the  speech  in  which  I  advocated  the  election  of  Mr.  Dick, 
and  if  I  had  not  wanted  him  elected  I  would  not  have  advocated  it. 
I  think  anybody  will  do  ma  the  justice  to  say  that.  He  had  submitted 
his  claims  to  a  primary  in  our  State  and  had  received  a  majority  vote, 
and  I  thought  he  was  entitled  to  the  nomination,  and  I  thought  it 
would  be  bad  policy  and  bad  faith  for  anybody  to  oppose  him. 

I  read  in  yesterday  morning's  paper  your  Marysville  speech  and  I  can  not  refrain 
from  expressing  to  you  my  hearty  congratulations  upon  the  masterly  manner  in  which 
you  presented  the  issue. 

It  is  certainly  gratifying  to  know  that  in  these  days  when  demagogy,  fake  reforma- 
tion and  "  New  Nationalism"  are  running  rampant  over  the  land  there  are  represent- 
ative men  like  yourself,  who  are  strong  enough,  brave  enough  and  able  to  tell  the 
truth  about  them  in  no  unmistakable  language. 

Pity  it  is  that  there  should  be  occasion  to  contemplate  the  possible  success  of  men 
who  represent  the  dangerous  "  isms ' '  with  which  the  atmosphere  all  about  us  is  charged. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  Preiidtnt. 

That  is  dated  October  24, 1910,  and  to  it  I  answered  on  October  25, 

1910: 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  30. 

Ootobbb  25, 1010. 
Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  I  appreciate  very  highly  indeed  your  kind  letter  in  regard  to  my 
Marysville  speech.    Your  words  are  gratifying  and  encouraging.    I  thank  you  accord- 
ingly. 

Hastily,  but  very  truly  yours,  etc., 

Hon.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

Dayton,  Ohio. 
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That  is  my  correspondence  with  Mr.  Kirby,  in  ioto)  of  that  date. 
I  have  had  some  correspondence  with  him  since  then. 

Senator  Reed.  I  feel  I  am  a  little  in  the  dark,  Senator,  about  just 
why  the  names  were  written.  As  I  understand,  all  the  nominations 
had  been  made  at  this  time,  and  there  was  a  general  campaign  going 
on  in  1910,  in  which  you  were  not  a  candidate,  but  of  course  mem- 
bers ofyour  party  were  candidates. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  1  rather  gather  from  that  that  the  only  purpose  in 
giving  these  names  was  simply  to  meet  MulhalTs  desire  to  have  the 
names  of  manufacturers  whom  he  might  see  when  he  went  down  into 
the  general  campaign  work  of  the  State,  in  which  you  had  no  special 
or  peculiar  interest  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes  sir;  I  suppose  he  wanted  them  in  order  that  he 
might  know  to  whom  to  go,  to  get  them  stirred  up  and  to  get  them 
active  in  the  campaign,  for  whatever  help  they  might  be  willing  to 
give. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  I  care  about  on  that,  I  believe. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  want  to  read  you,  if  I  may,  my  answer  to  Mr. 
MulhalTs  letter  telling  me  he  had  given  these  names  to  the  President. 
That  shows  that  part  of  it. 

October  28,  1910. 

Dear  Colonel:  I  am  obliged  to  you  for  your  letter  of  October  26th  and  for  the 
information  it  gives  me  as  to  what  has  been  done  and  is  being  done  in  the  State. 

I  was  not  without  interest.  Although  I  was  out  of  politics  I  was 
interested  in  the  success  of  my  party,  and  made  some  speeches  in  the 
campaign,  but  not  many. 

You  have  doubtless  learned  ere  this  from  the  newspapers  the  action  of  our  State 
committee. 

I  have  just  read  you  a  letter  and  that  reminds  me  of  this  letter  and 
gives  the  reason  for  reading  it.  Mr.  Kirby  was  congratulating  me 
on  my  Marysville  speech,  and  this  is  the  sequence.  [Continuing 
reading:] 

I  Bhall  continue,  however,  to  do  whatever  I  may  find  myself  able  to  do  to  bring 
about  the  election  of  Harding — 

Harding  was  our  candidate  for  governor — 

and  the  whole  ticket.  The  situation  is  not  entirely  satisfactory,  but  it  is  hopeful. 
We  may  win  by  a  good  majority,  and  of  course,  we  may  lose.  Nobody  can  tell  at 
this  time  just  how  we  stand  in  the  big  cities.  There  is  where  we  are  finding  most 
trouble. 

I  had  a  beautiful  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  congratulating  me  on  my  Marysville 
speech.  I  wrote  him  thanking  him  for  it  and  trust  I  may  have  the  pleasure  of  meeting 
him  soon. 

Very  truly,  yours,  etc., 

In  the  Marysville  speech  I  took  up  what  had  just  before  that  been 

Jut  forward  by  Col.  Roosevelt  as  the  doctrine  of  New  Nationalism,  and 
said  some  things  that  some  people  thought  were  harsher  than  should 
have  been  said,  though  I  trunk  they  were  couched  in  diplomatic 
language,  I  am  sure  anybody  would  say  that,  and  the  committee 
wired  me  asking  if  I  could  not  omit  some  of  those  things  if  I  had 
occasion  to  make  any  more  speeches,  as  I  did  have,  and  I  wired  back 
asking  them  to  cancel  all  my  engagements.  I  did  not  want  them  or 
anybody  else  to  edit  any  speech  of  mine.     Nobody  l\fc&  forc&  "^  «sA. 
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nobody  will  ever  do  it.     I  make  my  own  speeches,  as  I  guess  every- 
body here  knows. 

Senator  Reed.  I  believe  we  will  all  agree  to  that. 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  is  all  there  was  to  that.  That  is  what  that 
refers  to. 

Senator  Reed.  I  take  it  that  in  that  campaign  of  1910  there  was 
this  issue.  Roosevelt  had  been  putting  forward  some  policies  which 
were  rather  opposed  to  the  policies  upon  which  Mr.  Taft  was  standing, 
and  I  take  it  m  that  campaign  you  were  standing  rather  with  Taft 
and  rather  against  the  Roosevelt  idea  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  was  standing  with  Mr.  Taft  because  he  was  Presi- 
dent, and  as  such,  having  been  put  there  by  our  party,  as  the  titular 
head  of  our  party,  as  he  frequently  expressed  it,  I  looked  to  him  as  the 
leader.  In  that  sense  I  stood  bv  Mr.  Taft;  but  Mr.  Taft  did  a  good 
many  things,  both  before  and  after  he  became  President,  with  which 
I  did  not  agree. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  speaking  about  this  particular  time. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  what  his  attitude  was 
during  that  campaign  with  respect  to  "new  nationalism,",  but  in  a 
general  way  I  remember  he  was  opposed  to  it. 

The  Chairman.  Let  us  not  go  into  that. 

Mr.  Foraker.  His  views  and  mine  on  that  were  in  accord. 

The  Chairman.  We  are  wandering  a  little  afield,  I  think. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  In  this  new  idea  you  knew  that  Col.  Mulhall  was 
connected  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  knew  it,  I  suppose,  because  he  told  me  so.  I  did 
not  know  it  in  any  other  way. 

Senator  Reed.  As  to  these  new  doctrines  of  Roosevelt,  you  under- 
stood Mulhall  was  going  down  into  Ohio  and  was  going  to  be  opposed 
to  the  Roosevelt  idea  in  the  campaign  of  1910? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  I  did  not  know  that.  I  knew  he  was  going  to 
work  for  the  Republican  Party.  There  was  a  whole  lot  at  issue 
besides  "new  nationalism."  I  did  not  regard  "new  nationalism,'* 
as  put  forward  by  Mr.  Roosevelt,  as  a  doctrine  at  issue.  I  thought 
•that  coming  from  a  man  of  his  distinction  it  needed  some  attention, 
but  I  was  opposed  to  giving  it  the  same  attention  as  the  tariff,  which 
was  the  leading  issue  in  that  contest.  The  Payne-Aldrich  tariff  bill 
had  just  been  passed,  and  we  were  defending  it.  That  was  the  issue 
in  our  campaign,  and  my  speech  was  devoted  to  that  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at,  perhaps  in  a  somewhat 
blundering  way,  is  whether  you  gave  these  names  to  Mr.  Mulhall, 
understanding  that  he  was  going  to  see  men  who  would  probably 
support  the  issues  you  were  then  supporting  in  the  State  of  Ohio  I 

Mr.  Foraker.  No;  I  gave  them  to  mm  because  he  said  he  wanted 
them  to  give  to  the  President,  who  had  asked  him  to  come  there 
and  have  an  interview,  or  had  arranged  for  an  interview  with  him; 
and  they  were  men  that  I  supposed  the  President,  through  some 
appropriate  agencies,  would  want  to  enlist  and  make  active  in  the 
campaign. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  Mulhall  give  any  intimation  of  how  he  stood 
on  the  question  of  new  nationalism? 
Mr.  Foraker.  No;  I  do  not  think  we  discussed  that  at  all,  yet  in 
some  of  his  letters  that  he  wrote  me  Y^e  «£«&&  oi  \t»,  and  speaks  out 
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against  "this  monarchical  government  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  was 
preaching/ '  and  takes  Mr.  Roosevelt  to  task.  He  knew  what  my 
views  were,  and  in  his  letters  to  me  he  did  not  take  any  issue  with  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  did  not  try  to  draw  you  away  from  your 
position  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  he  did  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  neutral  on  that. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Either  neutral  or  in  accord.  I  did  not  know  he 
was  going  to  see  these  men.  I  did  not  know  who  would  see  them. 
I  supposed  that  they  would  get  a  letter  from  the  national  committee, 
as  that  is  the  usual  way,  asking  if  they  could  not  report  about  con- 
ditions and  could  not  nelp  the  general  cause  along.  Those  letters 
are  commonly  written  in  campaigns. 

Senator  Reed.  In  1908,  in  your  senatorial  campaign,  did  Mulhall 
come  over  there  and  do  some  work  in  your  State  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  did  not  know  that  he  did  anything  at  all  until 
after  I  saw  that  he  had  put  a  letter  in  evidence  here  showing  that  I 
requested  him  to  go  to  Youngstown,  Zanesville  and  a  number  of 
other  cities  and  see  the  people  he  had  been  talking  to  me  about  the 
day  before.  From  that  I  infer  he  must  have  come  here — I  was  in 
Washington  at  the  time — and  he  perhaps  told  me  that  there  were 
manufacturers,  members  of  their  association,  at  these  different  places, 
who  might  bring  to  bear  some  influence  on  their  representatives  in 
the  legislature  as  to  how  they  should  vote  on  the  question  of  Senators. 

Senator  Reed.  That  incident  you  are  able  to  recall  only  because 
it  is  referred  to  in  the  letter  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  did  not  have  any  such  letter  as  that  in  my  file  at 
all,  and  that  is  due  to  the  fact  that  it  was  written  here  at  Washington, 
and  all  my  letters  of  Washington,  except  a  few  important  ones,  were 
destroyed  by  my  clerks  here,  by  my  direction,  when  .1  left  here. 
They  destroyed  over  300,000  letters,  and  that  perished  with  the  rest 
of  tnem.  I  could  not  take  those  letters  out  to  Cincinnati;  I  had  no 
room  for  them.     I  suppose  that  is  the  way.     It  is  out  of  my  memory. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suppose  the  incident  had  dropped  out  of  your 

memorv. 

Mr.  Foraker.  It  had,  entirely,  until  I  saw  here  his  testimony  that 
I  wrote  such  a  letter  as  that  to  him,  and  he  claims  to  have  made  a 
report  showing  that  he  went  around  through  Ohio,  perhaps  to  these 
places — I  do  not  know  where.  He  claims  that  he  later  saw  me  in 
Cincinnati  and  made  a  report.  I  had  forgotten  all  about  that.  I  never 
attached  any  importance  to  it,  for  a  number  of  reasons.  I  had  at  that 
time  no  hope  in  the  election;  I  think  I  may  frankly  say  that.  I  was 
paying  as  little  attention  to  that  as  I  had  previously  given  to  the 
presiaential  matter,  except  in  a  general  way.  An  attack  had  been 
made  on  me  which  destroyed  my  chances  of  election,  by  Mr.  Hearst, 
saying  that  I  had  acted  as  counsel  for  the  Standard  Oil  Co.,  which 
had  created  a  sentiment  in  our  State  which  was  very  prejudicial 
to  me;  and  I  continued  as  a  candidate  in  the  campaign  only  because 
to  retire  from  it  after  I  had  become  a  candidate  would  look  like 
something  in  the  nature  of  an  admission  that  there  was  some  justifi- 
cation for  the  attack  that  he  made  on  me,  whereas  there  was  not  any 
at  all.  It  was  a  matter  about  which  there  was  no  secrecy  whatever 
then  or  now  or  ever,  any  more  than  there  was  about  tfcvfc  ^*&^^*>\x\s^ 
before  Judge  Lurton.  *  One  case  was  m  iYia  \Jxa\&&  ^XaXas*  <o*xss»Na 
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Court  in  Cincinnati,  and  Nashville,  and  the  other  was  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Ohio. 

Senator  Reed.  The  point  I  am  trying  to  get  at  for  the  moment  is 
this,  that  this  incident  of  Col.  Mulhall  talking  with  you,  and  your 
making  an  arrangement  with  him  and  your  giving  him  a  list  of 
names 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  did  not  give  him  a  list  of  men. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Of  places 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  of  places.  :-.- 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Had  dropped  from  your  recollection, 
naturally  enough. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  it  had  gone  entirely. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  are  able  to  recall  it  because  the  letter  is 
here.  I  hand  vou  the  letter,  which  is  No.  2210  of  these  papers,  so  that 
you  mav  see  tnat  it  is  your  own  handwriting. 

Mr.  Foraker  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  mv  handwriting.  I 
never  questioned  the  letter,  after  I  saw  that  he  had  produced  such  a 
letter.     I  supposed  of  course  it  was  a  genuint  letter.     But  that  says: 

Referring  to  my  conversation  with  you  yesterday. 

It  stems  that  after  he  was  here  and  asked  me  to  let  him  do  this 
work,  it  took  a  whole  day  for  me  to  make  up  my  mind  to  let  him  do  it. 
I  did  not  know  where  I  stood;  but  the  campaign  was  going  on,  and 
I  thought  that  I  might  hav3  something  to  do  with  making  a  selection, 
and  I  did. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  want  to  ask  about  that. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Oh,  you  may  ask  me  any  questions  you  want  to.  I 
am  good  natured,  and  I  am  willing  to  give  you  any  information  I  can. 
It  is  a  very  important  matter;  I  recognize  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  important  or  not. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  said  it  was.  That  is  my  opinion.  I  have  got  a 
right  to  my  own  opinion. 

Senator  Reed.  I  thought  you  meant  that  it  was  not  important. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Well,  I  do"  not  think  it  is,  to  be  frank.  I  was 
talking  sarcastically.  I  do  not  think  it  is  important  to  this  com- 
mittee. What  has  that  got  to  do  with  lobbying  ?  That  is  what  you 
are  probing. 

Senator  Keed.  I  am  trying  to  be  pleasant  about  it. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  am  trying  to  be  pleasant,  too,  and  I  do  not  intend 
to  be  diverted  from  it  on  this  occasion. 

Senator  Reed.  You  refer  in  your  testimony,  as  I  recall  it,  to  not 
having  given  Mulhall  a  list  of  any  kind  to  use  in  going  into  Ohio 
when  you  were  a  possible  candidate  for  the  Presidency.  I  am  not 
certain  about  MulnalTs  testimony,  but  my  recollection  is  that  his 
testimony  referred  not  to  the  Presidency  matter,  but  to  your  sena- 
torial contest,  and  that  this  is  the  list  that  Col.  Mulhall  referred  to, 
which  is  contained  in  this  letter  of  December  9,  1908. 

Mr.  Foraker.  As  I  saw  Mulhall's  testimony  reported  in  the  news- 
paper, he  spoke  of  my  requesting  him  to  see  the  secretary  of  the 
Metal  Trades  Association,  and  said  that  I  gave  him  a  list  of  other 
prominent  citizens  of  Cincinnati  to  see,  to  find  out  from  them  how  I 
stood  with  them  in  regard  to  the  Presidency,  and  that  he  saw  them  as 
I  requested,  and  that  he  made  a  report  to  me. 
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I  pointed  out  in  my  testimony  that  these  letters  will  show  that  he 
did  not  come  to  Cincinnati,  after  I  invited  him  to  do  so,  January  21, 
1908,  until  after  the  presidential  nomination  had  been  made,  and  you 
will  find  in  one  of  his  letters  he  writes  back  to  me,  subsequent  to 
September  10,  asking  me  to  send  him  a  list  that  I  had  promised  to 
give  him,  or  something  of  that  kind;  which  would  show  that  I  had 
not  given  him  any  list  previously,  and  I  am  sure  I  did  not  give  him 
«ngr  list  afterwards.  I  do  not  know  why  I  should  be  asking  him  to 
<Sbnsult  people  about  nominating  me  for  the  Presidency,  when  the 
presidential  campaign  was  almost  over. 

Senator  Reed.  You  wrote  a  letter  on  October  7,  1910,  which  seems 
to  refer  to  something  about  names.  I  wanted  to  call  your  attention 
to  that. 

Mr.  Foraker.  1910? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Foraker  (examining  letter).  October  7,  1910.  Let  me  see. 
This  letter  reads: 

October  7th,  1910. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

SO  Church  St.,  New  York  City. 

Dear  Colonel:  I  write  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  October  fifth, 
and  to  thank  you  for  giving  me  the  information  it  imparts.  I  hope  you  will  be  suc- 
cessful in  your  work  of  organizing  in  our  State.  A  few  days  ago  I  met  Mr.  O.  V. 
Parish  of  Jtamilton. 

That  is  the  letter  that  I  wrote  him  in  answer  to  his  letter  informing 
me  that  he  had  been  to  Beverly  and  seen  the  President  and  had  given 
him  the  five  names  I  had  given  him  on  the  train,  and  that  the  Presi- 
dent did  not  like  Taylor  or  Mr.  Hanna,  apparently,  but  was  pleased 
with  the  others.  I  do  not  say  anything  here  about  a  list,  but  I  will 
find  you  where  he  speaks  about  a  list. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  only  trying,  Senator,  to  get  this  as  clear  as  I 
can  in  my  own  mind. 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  is  all  right. 

Senator  Reed.  I  thought  that  possibly  this  letter  referred  to  some 
other  matter  than  the  list,  and  for  this  reason,  that  I  find  these  names 
on  the  list  that  is  on  the  back  of  the  envelope: 

C.  D.  Firestone,  Columbus  Buggy  Co.;  Col.  W.  H.  Dorgan,  Alliance,  Ohio;  John  N. 
Taylor,  East  Liverpool;  D.  J.  Sinclair,  Steuben ville;  II.  M.  Hanna,  Cleveland. 

Whereas  in  the  letter  I  find  this: 

I  hope  you  will  be  successful  in  your  work  of  organization  in  our  State.  A  few 
days  ago  I  met  Mr.  O.  V.  Parish  of  Hamilton.  I  told  him  about  giving  the  name  of 
Mr.  Hooven.     He  told  me  that  Mr.  Hooven  is  in  Europe. 

I  do  not  find  Mr.  Hooven's  name  on  the  back  of  the  envelope,  and 
therefore  I  thought  that  at  some  time  you  must  have  talked  about 
other  names. 

Mr.  Foraker.  No;  I  never  talked  with  him  about  any  names 
except  at  that  time,  and  then  I  talked  with  him  about  Mr.  Hooven, 
doubtless,  and  I  was  under  the  impression  that  Hooven's  name  had 
been  put  down  on  the  envelope.  After  I  told  him  of  a  number  of 
men,  so  that  he  would  have  them  correctly,  I  put  Hooven's  name 
on,  and  when  I  wrote  that  letter  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
Hooven's  name  was  on  there  along  with  the  others. 


3684       MAINTENANCE  OP  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  letter  continues: 

He  told  me  to  give  you  the  name  of  James  K.  Cullen. 

That  is,  to  give  to  Mulhall  the  name  of  James  K.  Cullen;  so  that  I 
gathered  from  this  letter  that  after  you  had  talked  with  Mulhall  on 
the  train,  you  met  Mr.  Parish,  who  is  a  member  of  this  association  f 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  or  not. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Parish  talked  with  you  in  regard  to  the 
same  subject  matter,  that  is  in  regard  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
conversation  with  Mulhall;  and  then  you,  as  the  result  of  that  con- 
versation, wrote  Mr.  Mulhall  in  order  to  give  him  the  information. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  here: 

He  told  me  to  give  you  the  name  of  James  K.  Cullen.    He  is  president  of  one  of 
the  largest  manufacturing  companies  of  their  city. 
I  have  not  yet  seen  Mr.  Kirby,  but  I  will  be  glad  to  see  him  any  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall  must  have  talked  with  you,  in  that  conversation  on 
the  train,  about  seeing  Mr.  Kirby,  who  was  then  the  president  of  this 
association. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  got  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall  dated  October  5, 
in  which  he  says: 

I  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  Mr.  Kirby,  our  president,  in  Washington  about  10  days 
ago,  and  told  him  about  meeting  you  on  the  train,  and  advised  him  to  get  in  touch 
with  you  to  help  out  in  Ohio,  i  ou  know  I  suggested  this  to  you  at  our  interview, 
so  I  hope  Mr.  Kirby  and  our  other  friends  can  be  of  some  help. 

So  that  I  suppose  I  did.  But  when  I  answered  him,  in  my  letter 
which  was  dated  October  7,  I  naturally  said  something  about  Mr. 
Kirby.     I  said: 

I  have  not  yet  seen  Mr.  Kirby,  but  I  will  be  glad  to  see  him  any  time. 

.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Kirby  and  did  not  send  for  him,  and  did  not  write 
to  him;  but  when  Mr.  Kirby  a  few  days  afterwards  wrote  me  a  letter, 
which  is  already  in  evidence,  I  answered  it  in  that  way  which  you  are 
familiar  with  now,  and  that  is  all  there  was  in  that. 

I  did  not  ask  Mr.  Kirby  or  anybody  else  to  get  busy  in  that  cam- 
paign, except  as  I  did  it  in  public  speech. 

Senator  Reed.  But  the  point  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is  this.  Mr. 
Mulhall  must  have  mentioned  to  you  in  the  conversation  on  the 
train  something  about  Mr.  Kirby. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  suppose  he  did,  as  he  say*  he  did;  but  I  can  not 
remember  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time  you  were  talking  here  in  these  letters 
about  manuracturers.  The  letters  are  limited  to  manufacturers, 
and  the  question  is  whether  or  not  Mr.  Mulhall  told  you  that  the 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  of  which  Mr.  Kirby  was  tne  president, 
could  be  of  influence  or  assistance  in  the  contest  that  was  going  on. 

Mr.  Foraker.  lie  may  have  said  that.  I  should  have  supposed 
thev  could  be  if  they  saw  fit  to  be. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  did  not  regard  it  as  any  offense  for  men  to  be 
willing  to  help  the  Republican  Party  to  win  a  victory. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  so,  either.     I  am  not  taking  that 
position. 
Mr.  Foraker.  I  would  not  marvel  at  a  statement  of  that  kind 
from  him,  and  would  not  keep  It  u\  mmA  m\5&.  %xq  ^ecific  definite- 
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ness  overnight.  Of  course  they  could  be  of  help,  and  we  needed 
help.  The  result  shows  we  needed  help.  The  Republican  Party 
was  then  getting  split  in  two;  was  losing  ground  everywhere.  I  was 
not  actively  in  the  fight,  but  I  did  take  some  part  in  it.  I  was  very 
busy  with  my  own  affairs,  with  my  own  business. 

Now,  you  speak  about  a  list.  1  told  you  I  did  not  give  him  any 
list  that  he  was  to  use  in  regard  to  the  presidential  matter,  because 
he  did  not  come  there  at  that  time.  But  he  did  come  on  September 
10.  I  did  not  then  give  him  any  list,  and  his  own  letter  shows  I  did 
not  give  him  any  list,  because  he  writes  me  September  17,  1908, 
saying  this,  among  other  things: 

I  have  not  yet  received  the  list  from  you  which  you  spoke  of,  and  I  wish  you  would 
hurry  it  along  so  that  we  may  take  action  upon  it. 

So  he  evidently  talked  with  me  about  such  a  list;  and  that  is  the 
only  time  I  had  any  conference  with  him  about  it — which  was  long 
after  the  presidential  nomination  had  been  made — and  I  never  sent 
any  list,  tnat  I  have  any  recollection  of. 

Senator  Reed.  But  this  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall  indicates  that 
you  were  to  send  him  some  sort  of  a  list  in  the  month  of  September. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Well,  he  says  I  was  to  furnish  him  a  list. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  what  that  list  was  to  be  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No ;  I  have  no  recollection  of  it  at  all,  except  what 
he  says  in  his  letter,  and  what  he  .testified  about  it.  Otherwise  I 
woula  not  recall  anything  about  it.  But  I  am  sure  I  did  not  send 
him  any  list.  This  correspondence  shows  I  did  not  send  him  any 
list.  I  think  when  Mr.  Mulhall  testified  he  had  in  mind  that  he  went 
to  Cincinnati  in  answer  to  my  letter,  and  that  at  that  time  I  gave 
him  a  list;  and  I  am  pointing  out  that  he  is  in  error  in  supposing  he 
went  there,  and  that  he  did  not  get  any  list.  He  did  not  go  there 
until  after  the  nomination  had  been  made.  That  was  September  10 
when  he  came  there.  I  fix  it  by  his  own  letters.  That  is  the  only 
way  I  can  do  it.  Then  he  wrote  me  after  he  went  there — just  a 
week  after — that  I  had  not  yet  sent  him  the  list.  On  September  18, 
1908,  I  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  that  letter  of  September  7. 
I  wrote  him: 

You  told  me  to  write  you  if  anything  developed  in  connection  with  which  you 
could  be  of  help.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  special,  but  there  are  some  things  of  a 
general  nature  which  it  might  be  helpful  to  nave  done.  If  you  are  coming  to  Cin- 
cinnati again  soon  kindly  let  me  know.    You  need  not  come  on  this  special  account. 

It  was  the  morning  of  that  day  that  Mr.  Hearst's  disclosure,  as  he 
called  it,  was  made  public  in  the  newspapers,  and  I  recognized  that 
my  chances  would  be  very  materially  impaired  for  election,  and  I  did 
not  take  much  interest  in  the  election  after  that,  except  to  stay  in 
the  fight. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  meeting  Mr.  Mulhall  here  in 
Washington  after  the  campaign  of  1908? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  I  suppose  so.  I  was  commenting  on  it  awhile 
ago.  He  says  he  has  a  letter  from  me  that  commences,  "Referring 
to  my  conversation  with  you  yesterday/7  That  would  be  December 
8,  1908.  I  wrote  him  the  next  day  saying,  "Referring  to  my  con- 
versation with  you  yesterday/ '  and  then  told  him  that  doubtless  it 
would  be  well  for  him  to  go  out  to  these  places.  He  mentioned  a  lot 
of  places;  in  fact,  all  the  important  cities  in  Ohio. 
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Senator  Reed.  My  question  was  whether  you  remembered  meeting 
Mr.  Mulhall  here  in  Washington,  or  any  other  place,  subsequent  to 
the  campaign  of  1908  and  along,  say,  in  the  month  of  January? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Well,  I  may  have  met  him  from  time  to  time.  I  do 
not  know.  He  was  about  here.  I  notice  one  letter  he  put  in  the 
record,  which  I  have  just  been  reading,  was  a  report  he  made  to  his 
employers  that  I  had  just  returned  from  Ohio  and  was  well  pleased 
witn  tne  work  the  Manufacturers'  Association  had  done  for  me.  I  do 
not  know  of  anything  they  did  for  me  that  other  Republicans  were 
not  doing.  I  do  not  imagine  they  were  as  an  organization  united  in 
their  support  of  mo.  Of  course  I  would  not  be  quarreling  with  him 
about  tne  matter.  That  is  not  my  disposition.  I  might  have  said, 
in  reference  to  any  work,  "It  is  all  right,"  or  I  might  have  said  that 
I  was  well  pleased. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  without  this  letter  which  you  have  referred 
to,  of  which  you  have  no  accurate  recollection,  you  would  not  remem- 
ber having  met  him  in  January,  1909  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  I  would  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  can  readily  understand  that  a  man  being  busy, 
and  seeing  thousands  of  people,  in  the  end  has  to  depend  largely  on  the 
record.  That  is  another  occasion  that  had  dropped  from  your 
recollection,  and  naturally.     Where  was  your  home  here? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No.  1500  Sixteenth  Street. 

Senator  Reed.  You  frequently  at  that  time,  during  your  last  two 
or  three  years  in  the  Senate,  and  I  suppose  many  years  before,  of 
course  had  political  conferences  to  a  greater  or  less  extent  with  men 
who  were  here  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Generally  here  in  the  Capitol.  I  never  had  any  con- 
ferences at  my  house  with  anybody. 

Senator  Reed.  But  your  friends  in  the  Senate  sometimes  visited 
you  at  your  home,  did  tney  not  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  had  some  friends  when  I  was  in  the  Senate,  and 
they  would  occasionally  make  calls  on  me  at  my  house.  I  do  not 
remember  any  particular  instance.  I  have  no  doubt  this,  that,  or 
the  other  Senator  may  have  dropped  in  to  make  a  call.  Senator 
Bacon,  for  instance,  was  always  very  friendly,  and  sometimes  called; 
but  I  am  sure  I  never  discussed  with  him  Republican  politics. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  Foraker.  And  other  Senators  would  call.  But  I  never  dis- 
cussed politics  with  any  of  them  in  the  sense  of  having  a  conference, 
much  less  a  secret  conference.  I  never  had  a  secret  conference  about 
such  matters  anywhere,  at  any  time.  It  was  not  necessary;  everybody 
knew  what  my  views  were. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes ;  and  I  think  a  good  many  people  in  the  coun- 
try admired  them. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  hope  that  is  true. 

Senator  Reed.  But  what  I  am  asking  is  not  asked  in  a  critical 
sense.  I  just  want  to  get  at  the  facts.  You  do  not,  of  course,  mean 
to  say  that  members  of  your  political  party  did  not  visit  you  occa- 
sionally at  your  house? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Of  course  they  would  drop  in  occasionally,  but  there 
was  never  any  coming  together  of  two  or  three  or  four  for  the  purpose 
of  having  any  conference.  It  was  merely  a  social  matter,  and  when 
they  came  to  my  house  they  catted  otv  my  family  as  well  as  on  me. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  trying  to  supply  the  adjectives,  but  of 
course  there  has  been  more  than  one  person  at  your  home  at  a  time? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  like  everybody  else,  you  entertained  your 
friends  when  they  came,  and  were  glad  to  see  them;  and  of  course 

}rou  would  fail  otherwise  to  remember  some  of  the  things  that  these 
etters  bring  back  to  you. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  would  not  remember  any  of  these  things  except 
for  the  letters.  I  would  not  remember  anything  at  all  in  regard  to 
many  of  these  things,  but  finding  a  letter  recalls  the  facts  to  my  mind. 

Senator  Reed,  for  instance,  you  do  not  remember  meeting  Mr. 
Mulhall  at  the  time  you  gave  him  this  letter  of  introduction  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  rely,  as  men  who  are  busy  must  rely,  upon 
your  correspondence  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  there  are  some  letters  here  except  for  the  find- 
ing of  which  you  would  not  have  thought  the  incidents  referred  to 
therein  happened  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  You  knew  Mr.  Mulhall  away  back  in  1885 

Mr.  Foraker.  In  1883,  in  my  first  campaign.  I  have  known  him 
.all  these  years. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  he  sought  an  appointment  as 
chief  factory  inspector  when  you  were  governor? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No;  I  do  not  recall  that.  He  had  a  good  opinion 
of  his  capacity  to  serve  the  public,  even  at  that  early  day.  Did  I 
give  him  the  appointment  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No,  I  do  not  think  you  did.  But  your  relations 
were  always  pleasant  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Pleasant  and  agreeable.  I  thought  ho  was  an 
agreeable  and  pleasant  sort  of  a  man,  always  breezy,  and  always  had 
something  to  tell,  and  was  optimistic. 

Senator  Reed.  You  would  not  be  prepared  to  say  that  he  never  on 
any  occasion  went  to  your  house  to  see  you  about  some  matter  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  am  sure  he  was  not  in  my  house,  so  far  as  my 
recollection  goes;  but  as  I  said  awhile  ago,  my  recollection  may  be 
wrong.  But  I  am  sure  that  he  did  not  come  there  with  Vice  President 
Sherman,  because  if  Vice  President  Sherman  had  ever  been  in  my 
house  I  would  have  remembered  it. 

Senator  Reed.  The  record  does  not  show  he  said  that,  and  without 
criticizing  anybody,  it  was  possibly  an  error  made  by  a  newspaper 
reporter.     Of  course  none  of  us  are  responsible  for  that. 

Mr.  Foraker.  The  reason  I  thought  I  owed  a  duty  was  that  Mr. 
Sherman  became  afterwards  the  associate  on  the  ticket  with  Mr.  Taft, 
and  I  did  not  want  it  to  go  uncontradicted,  now  that  he  is  dead,  that 
he  had  been  at  my  house  plotting  against  the  man  with  whom  he 
joined  forces  as  his  chief.  I  thought  it  was  my  duty  to  correct  that, 
and  I  was  the  only  man  alive  to  correct  it.     That  was  my  chief  pur- 

Frae  in  coming ;  because  Mr.  Mulhall  had  not  said  anything,  so  far  as 
read  the  record,  that  reflected  on  me  as  a  man  or  as  a  legislator. 
Senator  Reed.  I  think  he  has  referred  to  you  in  perfectly  respectful 
terms.    But  eliminating  now  Mr.  Sherman,  you  now  say  Mx.^x&ss&w 
imight  have  been  there  and  you  have  forgotten  WA 
9208— vol 
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Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  take  it  you  would  not  be  prepared  to  say 
that  Mr.  Mulhall  may  not  have  called  there,  and  that  there  may  not 
have  been  some  other  Senator  or  two  Senators  drop  in  on  you  during" 
Mr.  Mulhall's  call  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  But,  Senator,  he  goes  into  detail.  He  says  a  lot  of 
things  were  done  at  that  meeting  that  could  not  be  put  on  paper. 
Nothing  was  ever  done  at  any  meeting  or  any  conference  at  my 
house  that  could  not  be  put  on  paper.  He  speaks  of  a  conference 
that  was  secret  in  its  character,  made  up  of  Republican  Senators. 
No  such  thing  as  that  ever  occurred  anywhere. 

Senator  Reed  I  am  not  asking  with  reference  to  just  what  he  had 
in  his  letter,  but  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  does  not  claim  in 
his  letter  to  have  been  a  part  of  the  conference,  that  is  that  he  was  in 
the  conference,  but  simply  that  he  heard  what  took  place. 

Mr.  Foraker.  It  shows  the  secrecy  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  he  might  have  characterized  the  meeting 
as  a  conference,  and  you  might  call  it  simply  a  conversation,  and  I  am 
not  interested  in  whether  he  used  the  proper  adjective  or  did  not  use 
the  proper  adjective.  The  only  thing  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is  this, 
whether  you  feel  warranted  in  saying  that  he  never  was  at  your  house 
when  there  were  one  or  two  or  three  other  men  there,  and  you 
gentlemen  were  talking  about  matters  political. 

Mr.  Foraker  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  thing  ever  having 
occurred,  and  it  is  to  my  mind  so  extremely  improbable  that  I  say  nor 
it  never  occurred  in  any  form ;  but  I  know  it  never  occurred  in  the 
sense  of  there  being  a  secret  conference  of  Republicans  which  Mr. 
Mulhall  attended,  and  that  we  resolved  to  defeat  all  Roosevelt 
legislation  and  to  oppose  Taft  at  all  hazards  for  the  nomination, 
and  put  ourselves  in  a  position  where  we  could  not  possibly  support 
him 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  oppose  Taft,  however? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  opposed  him  for  nomination,  but  I  supported  him 
and  voted  for  him.     I  voted  for  him  the  second  time,  too. 

Senator  Reed.  But  at  the  time  this  letter  was  written  you  were 
in  opp  osition  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  was  in  opposition  to  him.  I  myself  was  a  candi- 
date, which  I  suppose  I  had  a  right  to  be. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Mulhall  being  a  man  who  was  then  sup- 
porting you  for  the  Presidency,  and  you  being  a  candidate,  if  he  went 
to  your  house  it  would  not  be  likely  that  you  would  close  the  door 
in  his  face  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  I  do  not  suppose  I  would  close  the  door  in  his 
face;  but  I  think  I  would  have  asked  him  to  excuse  me  that  evening. 
I  do  not  think  I  would  have  invited  Mr.  Mulhall  to  come  into  a  con- 
ference of  Senators  in  my  house  or  any  other  place. 

Senator  Reed.  He  simply  claims  that  you  gave  him  a  seat. 

Mr.  Foraker.  And  he  says  he  was  sitting  there  for  one  or  two  hours, 
does  he  not  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  been  looking  for  that  letter,  but  I  have  lost  it. 

Mr.  Foraker.  No  such  thing  ever  happened.     Why  Mr.  Mulhall 
should  have  written  that  is  another  thing.    He  may  nave  some  ex- 
planation.    But  he  never  attended  any  conference  at  my  house  with. 
my  knowledge. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.       3689 

Senator  Reed.  Who  is  Mr.  Alden. 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  was  clerk  of  my  committee.  He  is  now  secre- 
tary to  Senator  Page. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  anything  about  Mr.  Mudd's 
campaign  in  Maryland  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  I  do  not  remember  a  thing  about  it.  I  see 
some  reference  to  it  there.  I  know  Mr.  Mudd  was  a  Member  of  the 
House  from  Maryland,  and  it  would  seem  from  one  of  these  letters 
that  he  had  a  friendly  feeling  for  me.  In  one  letter  I  spoke  of  some 
interview,  and  some  things  I  mentioned  a  moment  ago,  which  seemed 
to  indicate  that  they  were  friendly  to  me  in  that  State,  and  saying 
Mr.  Mulhall  in  his  letter  that  he  was  ready  to  act  at  any  time.  In 
answer  to  that  letter  I  suggested  that  in  view  of  this  it  might  be 
well  enough  for  him  to  act  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Mulhall  coming  to  your 
State  to  work  in  your  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No  sir,  1  do  not  remember  that  Mr.  Mulhall  ever 
came  there,  to  put  in  any  time  at  all.  I  have  no  doubt  he  wa* 
around  in  my  State,  traveling  about.  I  did  not  know  anything 
about  what  Mr.  Mulhall  was  doing.  It  was  all  his  own  doings.  He 
was  traveling  for  his  association,  and,  as  he  put  it,  wherever  he  could 
put  in  a  word  for  his  "old  chief/'  he  was  always  willing  and  anxious 
to  do  it,  and  never  failed  to  do  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  his  old  chief  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  referred  to  me  as  his  old  chief,  the  man  who 
had  not  appointed  him  to  this  office.  I  have  forgotten  what  office  it 
was,  but  I  suspect  that  he  would  have  made  a  good  officer. 

Senator  Reed.  He  worked  for  you  in  your  first  campaign?  He 
supported  you  then,  did  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  So,  indulging  in  the  somewhat  extravagant  lan- 
guage which  comes  from  Irish  breeding,  was  it  strange  that  he  referred 
to  you  as  his  old  chief  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Perhaps  not. 

Senator  Reed.  At  any  rate,  it  appears  that  he  was  in  Ohio — at 
least,  his  expense  account  shows  that  he  was  in  Ohio — at  this  time 
for  a  considerable  time. 

Mr.  Foraker.  But  he  was  not  there  on  my  account.  If  I  asked 
a  man  to  go  anywhere  I  would  not  ask  him  to  go  without  paying  his 
expenses,  and  I  would  not  ask  him  to  go  anywhere  or  do  anything 
which  was  not  perfectly  honorable  and  legitimate. 

Senator  Reed.  But  the  association  paid  his  expenses. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  that.  I  know  noth- 
ing about  his  expense  account.  Tney  wrote  saying  that  they  were 
friendly  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suppose  that  until  these  letters  were  published 
you  were  not  aware  that  the  association  officers  knew  he  was  there, 
and  at  least  that  he  was  working  for  you  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it,  no.  I  never  saw 
any  of  them.  He  dropped  in;  and  I  suppose  it  was  old  friendship 
on  his  part — his  desire  to  help  me. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  had  asked  him  to  come  there  in  your  cam- 
paign, had  you  not  ? 
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Mr.  Foraker.  No.  I  asked  him  on  his  own  invitation,  as  I  told 
you.  He  wrote  me  that  he  was  very  anxious  to  have  his  men  take 
action — no,  that  he  was  ready  to  take  action  at  any  time — and  I 
wrote  him  to  come  down,  and  that  I  would  have  a  brief  interview 
with  him.  He  did  not  come.  He  waited  until  after  the  Presiden- 
tial election,  and  then  he  came,  and  after  the  election  was  over  and 
everything  settled  (and  that  is  why  I  was  surprised  to  see  I  asked 
him  to  go  to  Ohio  at  that  time) ,  he  called  on  me — I  did  not  call  on 
him — and  no  doubt  told  me  how  they  could  help  me  at  various 
places.  After  thinking  it  over  until  the  next  day — I  judge  so  from 
the  letter — I  wrote  him  that  perhaps  it  would  be  well  enough  for  him 
to  go  to  these  different  cities  mentioned,  and  he  would  know  whom 
to  see,  members  of  his  association,  and  they  might  be  able  to  say  a 

f;ood  word  to  their  representatives  in  their  respective  counties  in  my 
avor. 
Senator  Reed.  So  he  did  talk  with  you  about  the  association  ? 
Mr.  Foraker.  I  assume  that;  but  I  nave  no  more  recollection  of  it 
than  you  have  of  his  talking  with  me.  I  do  not  doubt,  in  view  of  my 
letter,  that  he  was  here  and  saw  me  on  that  date.  I  would  talk  witn 
him  any  time  he  came  around.  I  was  one  of  the  gentlemen  he  said 
was  easy  to  approach.  Anybody  might  say  that.  I  did  not  deny 
myself  to  anybody  when  I  was  here  in  the  Senate.  I  felt  it  was  my 
duty  to  see  anybocly  who  wanted  to  see  me,  and  I  do  not  think  a  card 
ever  came  in  from  the  marble  room,  even  though  I  was  engaged,  and 
even  though  I  was  in  some  debate  going  on  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
that  I  did  not  respond  to  the  card.  Nine  times  out  of  ten,  probably 
the  call  amounted  to  nothing.  Sometimes  it  would  be  somebody  I 
would  want  to  see. 

Senator  Reed.  In  January,  1908,  you  being  in  Cincinnati,  you 
wrote  to  Mr.  Mulhall  at  Indianapolis,  saying: 

If  you  could  conveniently  come  here  for  a  short  interview  at  my  expense  of  course, 
I  will  be  very  much  obliged. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes.     The  subsequent  letters  show  he  did  not  come. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  January  21.  On  January  27  it  is  true  he 
was  leaving  for  a  short  trip  east,  and  said  he  would  be  in  Baltimore 
and  Washington  about  the  close  of  the  week,  and  that  if  you  spared 
the  time  for  an  interview  he  would  be  glad  to  see  you. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  evidently  in  response  to  your  letter  of 
several  days  previous  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes.  Then  I  wrote  to  him  to  meet  me  at  the 
Waldorf,  and  he  did  not  meet  me  there.  That  was  before  the  election. 
Since  this  has  come  out,  I  have  concluded  that  he  had  changed  about, 
gone  over  to  the  other  side,  and  did  not  want  to  see  me.  That  is  my 
opinion  about  it,  although  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  January  27,  and  there  seems  to  be  a  break 
in  the  correspondence  until  July. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes.  He  lost  interest;  and  in  fact  never  came  to 
see  me  until  after  the  nomination. 

Senator  Walsh.  Unless  you  met  him  May  23. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Well,  on  his  way  out  to  help  nominate  me,  when  he 
got  a  letter  of  introduction  to  Mr.  Kurtz. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3691 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  a  number  of  letters  here  in  which  he 
referred  to  your  candidacy.     That  letter  of  the  11th  he  wrote  you 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  think  ne  was  friendly  and  would  have  bean  glad  to 
see  me  nominated,  and  would  have  helped  all  he  could.  I  think  he 
went  to  the  other  side,  in  so  far  as  he  may  have  done  so,  simply  because 
he  saw  it  was  going  in  that  direction. 

Senator  Walsh.  From  his  report  from  the  convention,  Senator,  I 
should  rather  think  that  that  idea  is  an  erronoous  one.  It  seemed,  as 
I  recall  the  reports  from  the  convention,  that  the  nomination  of  Taft 
was  not  altogether  satisfactory  to  either  him  or  his  associates. 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  may  be;  but  there  are  other  letters  here  which 
show  that,  as  this  newspaper  expresses  it,  he  seemed  to  be  working 
on  both  sides.     I  do  not  care  about  it 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  that  that  would  be  justifiable. 

Mr.  Foraker.  But  I  do  know  I  invited  him  to  come  from  Indian- 
apolis to  Cincinnati.  It  was  only  a  two  or  three  hours'  ride.  Ho 
thinks  he  came,  but  he  did  not  come.  Then  he  wrote  me  he  was  going 
east,  and  I  wrote  him  he  could  see  me  at  the  Waldorf;  and  he  did  not 
come  there,  and  I  never  heard  from  him  again  until  after  the  presi- 
dential nomination. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  not  that  rather  a  suspicious  circumstance? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  not  that  put  you  on  your  guard  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Well,  yes.  But  I  was  blinded  by  his  protestations 
of  friendship  to  such  an  extent  that  I  did  not  take  the  nint.  I  was 
not  very  active  about  it,  not  concerned  about  it.  I  think  that  on  the 
night  oi  the  convention  I  went  to  bed  at  about  the  usual  hour. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wanted  to  follow  these  letters  with  the  question 
in  mind  of  possible  interviews. 

On  January  21  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  as  I  stated,  that  if  he 
could  conveniently  come  to  Cincinnati  for  a  short  interview,  you 
would  be  obliged. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  On  the  27th  of  that  month  he  wrote  you,  address- 
ing you  at  Washington,  and  said  this: 

I  am  leaving  here  to-morrow  for  a  short  trip  east  and  I  will  be  at  Baltimore  and  Wash- 
ington about  the  close  of  this  week  and  if  you  can  spare  the  time  for  an  interview,  I  will 
be  extremely  glad  to  see  you. 

That  is  evidently  the  interview  you  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  He  wrote  further: 

Of  course  I  am  continually  traveling  and  that  is  some  disadvantage  to  me  because  I 
can  not  answer  my  mail  as  promptly  as  I  would  like  to,  so  that  is  the  reason  that  I  am 
not  prompt  in  answering  your  letters.  I  will  close  by  hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  ot 
seeing  you  in  Washington,  and  believe  me  to  be,  etc. 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  is  January  27. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  only  six  days  after  the  other,  and  he  ex- 
plains that  he  has  been  on  the  road  and  he  has  not  gotten  his  mail 
Eromptly;  and  that  shows  he  was  not  in  Cincinnati — certainly  that 
e  did  not  go  to  Cincinnati — at  that  time. 
Mr.  Foraker.  But  in  his  testimony  he  says  that  he  did. 
Senator  Reed.  But  he  said  he  hoped  to  see  you  in  Washington. 
Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  Now  coming  to  the  other  campaign,  that  is  the  cam- 
paign for  Senator,  and  with  reference  to  whether  he  talked  to  you 
about  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  as  an  association, 
so  that  you  understood  there  was  such  an  association,  I  call  your 
attention  to  this  letter. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  knew  there  was  such  an  association  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  knew  his  connection  with  it  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  I  knew  his  connection.  He  told  me  in  one  of 
his  letters  that  he  had  been  promoted ;  that  he  was  now  an  important 
man  in  connection  with  it;  ne  had  charge  of  all  their  field  work. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  this  language: 

I  expect  to  be  in  Cincinnati  in  the  near  future,  and  I  would  like  greatly  to  have  a 
conference  with  you  in  relation  to  your  affairs  in  Ohio. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes;  that  was  written  after  the  presidential  nomi- 
nation. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  July  11.     He  continues: 

I  know  that  you  are  fully  posted  on  the  splendid  fight  that  the  manufacturers  put 
up  here  at  the  Chicago  convention  and  I  wish  to  say  that  we  expect  to  be  deeply 
interested  in  the  Ohio  campaign  this  fall.  I  was  over  to  St.  Louis  on  Wednesday  and 
had  a  long  talk  with  Mr.  \  an  <  leave,  president  of  our  association,  and  he  stated  that 
he  would  write  vou  and  anything  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  or 
organizations  affiliating  with  us  can  do  for  you.  will  be  gladly  done  if  you  think  we  can 
render  anv  service  to  you  in  this  next  campaign.  I  feel  certain  that  you  have  heard 
from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  by  this  time,  so  for  the  above  stated  reasons  I  am  anxious  to  see 
you  and  see  if  we  can  not  do  something  to  repay  your  manv  kind  acts  to  our  people. 

I  am  leaving  here  on  Monday  for  New  York,  so  I  would  be  pleased  if  you  would 
answer  this  letter  170  Broadway,  New  York  City,  our  eastern  office. 

So  1  take  it  that  after  receiving  that  letter,  of  course  you  knew  his 
connection  with  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  1  knew  it  ail  the  while,  from  1907. 

Senator  Reed.  And  whatever  he  did,  he  claimed  to  be  acting  as 
their  representative  ? 

Mr.  Poraker.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  My  impression  was. 
Senator,  that  he  was  acting  out  of  friendship  for  me  of  a  personal 
kind,  but  that  he  was  traveling  about  as  the  representative  of  this 
association,  and  saying  a  good  word  wherever  he  could.  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  did  write  me,  and  I  wrote  back  to  him  that  there  was  nothing  I 
knew  of  that  he  could  do.  I  read  that  a  while  ago.  I  said  to  Mr. 
Mulhall  that  he  must  have  prompted  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  a  man  1  did  not 
know,  to  write  me  a  very  nice  letter,  and  in  the  next  letter  you  have, 
right  ahead  of  you  there,  he  pleads  guilty  to  writing  Van  Cleave  to 
write  me  as  he  did.  But  I  never  asked  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  or  Mr.  Kirby, 
or  anybody  else,  to  render  me  any  assistance  at  all,  except  as  I  ap- 
pealed to  everybody  in  a  public  speech. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  which  I  have  just  read  is  one  in  which 
he  says  that  ho  would  like  to  see  you,  and  you  then  wrote  him  on  the 
13th  of  July  saying  that  you  would  stop  at  the  Waldorf,  and  saying: 

You  can  probably  see  me  Thursday  night  or  Friday  at  the  Waldorf.    I  will  be  glad 
to  see  you  at  any  time. 
I  have  not  received  any  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  had  not,  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  Mr.  Mulhall  see  you  at  the  Waldorf? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  sir,  he  did  not. 
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Senator  Reed.  On  the  22d  of  July  he  wrote: 

Yours  of  the  13th  is  received,  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  was  unable  to  reach  New 
York  on  Friday  to  meet  you.    I  have  been  out  in  the  Wisconsin  districts. 

And  so  forth. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  had  forgotten  how  it  appeared,  but  I  knew  he  had 
not  seen  me  there. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  continues: 

I  found  your  letter  on  my  arrival  here  yesterday,  and  I  also  received  a  copy  of  a 
letter  sent  to  you  by  President  Van  Cleave  of  our  organization.  I  wish  to  join  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  in  saying  that  if  my  services  are  of  any  use  to  you  in  the  coming  campaign, 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  volunteer  to  help  you  out. 

There  are  over  a  thousand  members  of  different  organizations  in  Ohio  that  we  are 
affiliated  with,  among  them  some  of  the  biggest  manufacturers  in  Ohio,  and  I  feel  that 
we  could  put  a  lot  of  workers  among  those  people  this  coming  fall  who  could  clearly 
convince  them  of  the  splendid  services  that  yeu  have  rendered  to  the  manufacturers 
of  the  country  at  the  last  session  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Foraker.  A  while  ago  I  undertook  to  say  that  I  had  not  ren- 
dered any  special  services  to  the  manufacturers.  That  is  gratuitous 
on  his  part.  I  never  supported  any  bill  or  opposed  any  bill  at  their 
behest  or  request  or  through  their  influence,  and  I  do  not  remember 
that  Mr.  Mulhall  ever  himself  asked  me  to  support  or  oppose  any 
bill.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  did.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  appeared 
to  me  in  the  light  of  a  lobbyist  at  all,  about  anything.  He  was 
always  electing  Presidents  and  Senators. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  followed  in  your  file  by  a  letter  which 
I  take  it  was  probably  written  by  your  clerk  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  letter  of  July  26,  and  reads: 

I  write  merely  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  22nd  inst.  to  Senator 
Foraker  who  is  absent  on  his  summer  vacation  up  on  the  northeast  coast  of  Maine, 
and  to  say  that  it  will  be  brought  to  his  attention  on  his  return  home,  which  will  be 
about  the  middle  or  latter  part  of  next  month. 

The  "middle  of  the  month, "  I  suppose,  did  not  come  until  later, 
because  vou  generally  overstav  your  time  on  a  vacation.  Here  is  a 
letter  of  July  28. 

Mr.  Foraker.  July  28  I  wrote  him. 

Senator  Reed.  You  wrote  him  from  Maine: 

Your  letter  of  July  22nd  has  reached  me  here.  I  do  not  know  of  any  special  features 
of  the  general  situation  to  write  about  at  this  time.  So  far  as  I  can  observe,  everything 
is  progressing  much  as  usual  in  such  campaigns.  I  had  a  very  kind  letter  from  Mr. 
Van  Cleave.  I  have  written  acknowledging  it  and  thanking  him  for  the  willingness 
he  manifests  to  help  us  in  our  contest.  I  do  not  at  this  time  know  of  anything  special 
that  he  or  anyone  else  can  do,  but  if  later  a  different  situation  in  that  respect  should 
develop,  I  will  be  glad  to  know  that  I  am  at  liberty  to  write  him  freely.  I  recognize 
that  you  have  perhaps  been  of  assistance  in  bringing  about  his  action  and  thank  you 
accordingly.  I  hope  you  will  keep  me  advised  as  to  your  whereabouts  so  that  I  may 
call  upon  you  and  know  where  to  address  you  if  that  should  prove  neces&ry .  I  expect 
to  return  to  Ohib  not  later  than  September  first. 

On  the  17th  of  August  he  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  that  letter, 
and  he  repeats : 

There  are  about  a  thousand  members  of  our  organization  in  Ohio  and  I  will  use  all  the 
influence  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  others  to  help  in  your  cause  at  any  time. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  say,  Senator,  he  was  writing  letters  of  that  kind 
all  the  time,  and  when  he  would  meet  me  he  would  talk  that  way. 
But  I  do  not  know  of  a  thing  he  ever  did,  or  any  oi  \tafc  ^*&\»  A  ^fiawsa- 
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I  never  asked  him  to  do  any  specific  thing.  On  the  contrary,  I  would 
tell  them  there  was  not  anytning  they  could  do.  Of  course,  if  there 
had  been  anything  that  arose  where  they  could  help  me,  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  be  at  liberty  to  call  on  them.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
reason  why  I  should  not  have  called  on  them. 

Senator  Reed.  He  called  on  you  somewhere  in  September,  1908, 
did  he  not? 

Mr.  Foraker.  At  my  office.  He  called  on  me  on  the  10th  day  of 
September. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  had  a  talk  about  this  Manufacturers' 
Association,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  know  what  we  talked  about,  beyond  what 
we  have  already  reported. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this- 

Mr.  Foraker.  Mv  talk  with  him  was  no  doubt  rather  hurried  on 
my  part. 

Senator  Reed.  I  know  how  difficult  it  is  to  remember  things  of 
that  kind,  and  I  a'li  just  calling  vour  attention  to  these  letters  for  this 
reason.     This  is  dated  September  17,  and  reads: 

When  I  had  the  pleasure  of  calling  on  you  on  Thursday  of  last  week,  you  make  it 
very  plain  to  me  that  Mr.  John  Kirby  of  Dayton,  O.  of  the  Kirby  Manufacturing 
Company,  was  doing  everything  he  possibly  could  to  defeat  your  friends  in  Dayton. 
I  emphatically  told  you  at  that  time  that  there  was  some  mistake  and  that  Mr.  Kirby 
was  not  doing  any  thine  of  the  kind,  for  he  had  been  made  acquainted  on  several 
occasions,  of  the  splendid  stand  that  you  have  always  taken  against  class  legislation 
in  the  United  States  Senate  and  as  governor  of  Ohio.  So  for  that  reason,  I  knew  that 
your  informant  in  relation  to  Mr.  Kirby,  must  have  gotten  the  story  to  you  wrong. 

I  am  more  than  gratified  this  morning  to  receive  a  letter  from  our  St.  Louis  office, 
enclosing  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  there  by  Mr.  Kirby. 

That  letter  which  he  mentions,  by  the  way,  appears  in  the  record* 
Mr.  Foraker.  Yes;  I  know  it. 
Senator  Reed.  I  continue  reading: 

Mr.  Schwedtman  gives  me  to  understand  that  he  has  sent  a  copy  of  Mr.  Kirby's 
letter  to  you. 

Do  you  remember  receiving  that  i 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes;  I  saw  it  in  the  record,  but  I  do  not  remember 
whether  I  put  that  in  or  not. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  continues: 

I  will  also  enclose  a  copy  to  make  it  doubly  sure  that  it  has  reached  you 

Mr.  Foraker.  It  is  in  the  record. 
Senator  Reed  (continuing  reading): 

for  I  know  the  importance  of  Mr.  Kirby  in  that  section  of  Ohio;  in  fact  all  over  Ohio; 
and  what  he  is  able  to  do  when  he  becomes  active. 

As  I  told  you  at  our  last  interview,  our  organization  and  kindred  organizations, 
were  ready  at  any  time  to  do  all  we  possibly  could  to  aid  you  in  being  returned  to  the 
U.  S.  Senate,  and  you  can  place  the  greatest  confidence  m  the  leaders  of  our  associa- 
tion and  can  trust  them  implicitly,  either  by  mail  or  otherwise,  to  do  the  beet  they 
can  to  meet  any  request  that  you  may  make. 

I  have  not  yet  received  the  list  from  you  which  you  spoke  of,  and  I  wish  you  would 
hurry  it  along  so  that  we  may  take  action  upon  it. 

In  closing  will  state  that  Mr.  Kirby's  letter  gives  me  the  greatest  gratification  and 
pleasure  to  know  that  my  statement  to  you  was  correct,  and  that  he  was  your  friend. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Now,  Senator,  let  me  tell  you  in  explanation  of 

that;  as  nearly  as  I  can  recall  it,  I  wrote  him  to  oome  down  from 

Indianapolis  to  Cincinnati  on  the  21st  of  January,  1908.    That  waa 
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before  the  presidential  nomination.  He  never  did  come  until  this, 
date  to  which  he  here  refers,  September  10,  1908,  at  which  time  he 
says  I  spoke  of  a  list.  H'«s  own  letter  shows  I  did  not  give  him  a  list. 
He  wrote  for  it  a  week  later,  and  I  never  sent  him  any  list.  He  never 
had  any  list  from  me.  Before  he  came,  he  had  written  a  letter  from 
Chicago,  dated  July  11,  to  which  you  referred  a  while  ago,  speaking 
of  the  work  that  was  done,  and  how  they  wanted  to  "feather  in"  and 
help  me,  and  when  he  came  he  was  full  of  suggestions  about  how  they 
could  help  me,  and  that  prompted  me  to  tell  him  that  the  report  had 
come  to  me  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  opposing  the  election  of  the  candi- 
dates who  were  supposed  to  be  friendly,  and  I  thought  that  was  vei*y 
inconsistent  with  the  way  he  was  talking.  But  I  remember  I  was- 
not  surprised,  because  before  that  time  I  had  opposed  all  these  things- 
that  they  had  been  working  for,  the  matter  of  tariff  revision  down- 
ward, a  tariff  commission,  etc.  I  thought  maybe  he  had  a  prejudice 
against  me,  and  I  was  calling  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  had 
heard  that  report,  and  I  was  very  much  pleased  when  Mr.  Kirby 
wrote  me,  at  nis  suggestion,  that  there  was  no  truth  in  the  report 
that  I  had  heard,  that  he  favored  my  reelection,  and  all  that  sort  of 
thing.  Mr.  Kirby  was  a  very  honorable  man,  and  I  was  glad  to  have 
his  support. 

Senator  Reed.  On  the  21st  cf  September  Mulhall  wrote  you  and 
said: 

Yours  of  Sept.  18th  has  just  been  received,  and  many  thanks  for  the  same.  1  expect 
to  be  in  Cincinnati  in  the  near  future  and  will  be  glad,  as  you  suggest  in  your  letter,  to 
call  on  you,  for  I  am  still  as  anxious  as  ever  to  serve  my  old  chief. 

It  would  make  no  difference  to  me  how  hard  the  fight  may  be  made  on  him,  it  would 
make  me  all  the  more  loyal  to  one  of  the  greatest  leaders  that  Ohio  has  ever  seen,  and 
I  have  got  all  the  confidence  in  the  world  of  your  final  success. 

I  merely  send  this  letter  stating  that  I  feel  it  will  be  an  honor  to  have  an  interview 
with  you,  which  I  will  do  my  best  to  find  time  to  fill  in  the  very  near  future. 

So  he  wrote  you  then  about  coming  down  there;  that  is  Sep- 
tember 21. 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  wrote  me  on  the  17th.  I  got  it  the  morning  of 
the  18th,  and  answered  it  the  18th,  the  same  day.  That  h  the  day 
that  the  Hearst  attack  was  made  on  me  and  published  in  the  papers; 
and  on  the  21st,  when  he  said  no  matter  how  hard  the  fight  would  bo 
he  would  be  glad  to  support  me,  I  suppose  that  he  had  reference  to* 
that  attack  on  me. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  find  in  your  file  any  letter  from  you  in 
reply  to  that  one  of  the  21st. 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes;  there  is  one  of  the  18th.  I  read  it  a  while^ 
ago.     Have  you  the  original  ? 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  I  am  now  reading  is  dated  the  21st. 

Mr.  Foraker.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  And  yet  »n  all  probability  you  did  reply  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  I  did  not.     There  was  no  answer  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  the  next  one  is  October  5. 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  was  th6  next  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  He  wrote  you  again. 

Mr.  Foraker.  That  is  1910,  however. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  I  see  it  is. 

Mr.  Foraker.  September  21,  according  to  my  files,  is  the  last 
correspondence  that  passed  between  us  pnor  to  tne  election.     fe&v«* 
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the  election  I  came  over  to  Washington,  and  I  wrote  him  from  here 
about  going  out  to  visit  these  cities,  and  I  take  it  that  letter  is  not 
on  my  files,  because  all  my  correspondence  that  I  supposed  unim- 
portant I  ordered  to  be  destroyed.  I  could  not  take  an  accumulation 
of  three  or  four  hundred  thousand  letters  back  home  with  me,  and 
my  clerks  reported  that  they  destroyed  over  300,000  letters  of  that 
kind.     I  suppose  that  is  the  way  this  letter  disappeared. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  all  I  care  to  ask. 

Senator  Walsh.  Senator,  who  were  your  clients  in  the  Union 
Pacific-Southern  Pacific  suit  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  The  suit  was  brought  in  the  name  of  Talbot  J. 
Taylor  et  al.  James  R  Keene  was  the  man  behind  them.  He  was 
the  father-in-law  of  Talbot  J.  Taylor. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  your  real  client  was  Keene,  in  that 
litigation  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  your  employment  came  from  Mr.  Lauter- 
bach? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  Mr.  Lauterbach  called  on  me  and  asked  me  to 
allow  him  to  associate  me  with  him  in  that  litigation. 

Senator  Walsh.  Was  Gov.  Hoadly  then  alive? 

Mr.  Foraker  I  do  not  think  he  was.  No,  I  know  he  was  not. 
lie  was  then  dead  This  was  in  1903,  I  suppose,  was  it  not?  I 
think  Gov.  Hoadly  was  then  dead 

Senator  Walsh   WTiatpart  did  Lamar  have  in* that? 

Mr.  Foraker  I  never  knew  of  his  having  any  part  about  it  at  all, 
•except  only  that  I  would  see  him  in  companv  with  Mr.  Lauterbach. 
He  went  out  to  Cincinnati  and  was  present  there,  I  remember,  when 
we  argued  the  matter,  or  presented  the  matter  to  Judge  Lurton  It 
was  an  ex  parte  hearing,  an  application  for  a  temporary  restraining 
order;  and  nc  was,  I  think,  with  us  at  Nashville,  and  he  appeared  to 
be  representing  Mr.  Keene. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  providing  you  with  the  facts  upon 
which  your  proceedings  were  based? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Mr.  Lauterbach  presented  the  facts.  I  regarded 
Mr.  Lauterbach  as  the  head  and  front  of  the  matter,  so  far  as  Mr. 
Keene's  representation  was  concerned. 

Senator  Walsh.  As  to  the  Government  suit,  my  recollection  is 
that  that  was  the  occasion  on  which  you  first  met  Mr.  Lamar? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Yes,  sir. 
.  Senator  Walsh.  Who  were  the   parties  who,  on  that   occasion, 
undertook  to  employ  you? 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  said  he  represented  Russell  Sage  and  a  number 
of  other  gentlemen.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Sage.  I  saw  at  once  that  I 
could  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it.  I  did  not  care  to  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  the  same  way,  I  wanted  to  know  who  the 
clients  were. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  had  no  client,  because  I  did  not  accept  the  em- 
ployment. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand;  but  who  was  it  who  was  endeavor- 
ing to  employ  you? 

Mr.  Foraker.  He  said  Russell  Sage.    He  was  the  man  who  saw 
me  in  their  behalf.    When  I  got  to  "S ew  Yotk  I  was  introduced  to  him, 
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and  he  was  the  man  who  had  asked  these  people  who  knew  me  to 
wire  me  to  come  on. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  this  firm  of  Megrue  &  Haskell  had  wired 
you  at  the  suggestion  of  Lamar? 

Mr.  Fobaker.  I  so  understood  from  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  Who  were  Megrue  &  Haskell  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  now  recall  Megrue  at  all.  Haskell  was 
formerly  in  our  State,  and  he  was  afterwards  governor  of  Oklahoma. 
I  did  not  have  much  acquaintance  with  him — personal  acquaintance. 
I  knew  of  him  as  a  man  who  had  lived  in  our  State,  and  who  had 
gone  to  New  York,  and  had  then  become  engaged  in  business  there. 

Senator  Walsh.  Then,  as  I  understand  you,  you  took  no  employ- 
ment at  all  on  that'  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  sir.  I  was  paid  a  fee,  though.  I  see  that  Mr. 
Lamar  speaks  of  paying  me  a  fee.  If  that  is  of  any  importance, 
they  gave  me  a  fee  of  $500  to  pay  for  my  loss  of  time  and  my 
trouble  and  expense  in  going  to  New  York  to  have  an  interview  with 
them  about  the  matter,  in  which  I  could  not  accept  any  employment, 
and  beyond  telling  the  Attorney  General,  I  rendered  no  service 
except  only  to  advise  them  I  could  not  do  anything  about  it.  I  came 
here  to  Washington  and  told  Attorney  General  McKenna  just  what 
they  had  told  me,  and  told  him  why  I  had  not  taken  any  part  in  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  did  you  understand  the  interest  was  that 
prompted  their  action  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  do  not  know,  unless  they  wanted  to  get  in  on  the 
deal  in  some  way,  possibly. 

Senator  Walsh.  To  get  an  opportunity  to  buy  on  a  resale  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  They  wanted  an  opportunity  to  buy,  that  was  all. 
They  claimed  that  the  road  was  a  valuable  property,  that  it  was 
worth  the  entire  claim  of  the  first-mortgaffe  bondholders  and  the 
entire  claim  of  the  Government  on  top  01  that,  and  they  would  be 
willing  to  bid  that  for  it;  and  the  best  evidence  of  it  was  that  the 
people  who  held  the  first-mortgage  bonds  agreed  to  give  that  for  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  something  had  been  fixed  up  as  a  settle- 
ment, and  they  wanted  the  property  sold  under  the  decree  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  The  report  of  Gov.  Hoadly,  printed  in  the  At- 
torney General's  report,  will  give  you  the  facts  about  that.  The 
situation  is  this,  if  I  may  take  time  to  explain  it.  The  first-mortgage 
bondholders  brought  suit  and  foreclosed  their  mortgage.  Thev  did 
not  make  the  Government  a  party.  They  doubted  their  right  to 
make  the  Government  a  party,  and  that  was  an  ugly,  controverted 
question  among  lawyers,  whether  or  not  they  would  have  to  come 
to  Congress  and  get  some  special  permission  to  join  the  Govern- 
ment. Finally  it  was  stipulated  between  these  first-mortgage  bond- 
holders and  the  then  Attorney  General,  Gov  Harmon,  and  Gov. 
Hoadly  —  I  suppose  Harmon  was  acting  partly  through  his 
advice — that  if  tney  would  agree  to  bid  this  amount,  $45,000,000, 
they  would  allow  tne  Government  to  be  made  a  party,  and  in  that 
way  the  Government  lien  would  be  cleared  off,  so  that  they  would 
have  a  free  title.  Then  at  once  there  was  criticism  of  that,  which 
resulted  in  these  people  agreeing  to  bid  as  much  as  $50,000,000,  and 
it  stood  at  that  point  when  I  was  called  to  New  York;  and,  as  Gov. 
Hoadly  says    in    his  report,   upon   the  direction  of  the   A.tt«r&ss^ 
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Then  on  the  28th  of  September  is  letter  No.  Ill,  as  follows: 

Dear  Sir:  Referring  to  recent  correspondence,  I  write  to  say  that  I  am  iust  in 
receipt  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Arthur  B.  Shelton,  secretary  to  Senator  Aldrich,  located 
at  the  Narragansett  Hotel.  Providence,  R.  I.,  stating  that  the  Senator  will  be  very 
glad  to  have  you  come  to  Providence  and  confer  with  him  with  a  view  to  seeing  what 

?ou  can  do  to  help  out  the  Rhode  Island  situation;  that  Senator  Aldrich  will  be  in 
'rovidence  from  this  time  on,  and  if  you  will  call  on  Mr.  Shelton  either  at  the  Narra- 
-gansett  Hotel  or  at  room  304,  Butler  Exchange,  he  will  take  pleasure  in  putting  you 
in  touch  with  the  Senator. 

Thanking  you,  in  Senator  Foraker' s  behalf,  for  your  kindness  in  the  premises,  I  am, 
Very  truly  yours, 

C.  E.  Aldbn. 

Mr.  Foraker.  There  is  one  other  letter,  that  Mr.  Alden  wrote  to 
Mr.  Shelton,  that  ought  to  go  in  there.  It  does  not  seem  to  be  there. 
Will  you  please  read  that  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  we  have  it.     Let  this  be  marked. 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  will  offer  it,  if  the  committee  will  allow  me,  be- 
cause it  shows  the  impressions  I  had  of  Mr.  Mulhall  at  tha  time. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  you  wanted  that  to  go  in  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Ybs. 

Senator  Reed.  You  desire  to  put  it  in  now? 

Mr.  Foraker.  Mr.  Alden  wrote  Mr.  Shelton  on  September  22d  as 
follows: 

Foraker  Exhibit  No.  31. 

Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  matter  of. 

September  22,  1904. 
Mr.  Arthur  B.  Shelton, 

The  Narragansett  Hotel,  Providence,  R.  I. 

My  Dear  Arthur:  Senator  Foraker  received  information  from  some  source  that 
there  seemed  to  be  some  trouble  in  certain  manufacturing  sections  of  Rhode  Island; 
and,  if  this  be  true,  thinks  that  Col.  Mulhall,  the  writer  of  the  inclosed,  can  be  of 
considerable  assistance  with  the  laboring  element. 

He  says  Col.  Mulhall  is  very  well  off;  does  not  want  a  position  or  place  of  any  kind, 
and  will  not  expect  nor  accept  compensation  for  whatever  be  may  be  able  to  do. 
He  is  interested  solely  in  the  good  of  the  cause,  and,  for  this  reason,  Senator  Foraker 
thought  might  be  a  good  man  to  help  Senator  Aldrich,  provided,  of  course,  assistance 
is  needed.  Let  me  know  what  is  decided  upon,  when  Senator  Aldrich  has  reached 
a  conclusion,  so  that  I  may  advise  Mulhall,  and,  if  you  do  not  need  his  letter — or, 
rather,  when  you  have  finished  with  it — kindly  return  it  for  our  files. 

I  have  written  Mulhall  that  the  matter  would  be  taken  up.  through  you,  with 
Senator  Aldrich;  though  as  you,  of  course,  doubtless  understand,  because  of  Senator 
Foraker 's  wish  to  assist  Senator  Aldrich  in  getting  a  capable,  disinterested — so  far  as 
reward  is  concerned — worker  if  there  be  need  for  one. 

Sincerely,  yours,  C.  E.  Alden. 

He  says : 

Colonel  Mulhall  is  very  well  off. 

Mr.  Mulhall,  I  remember  now,  had  told  me  he  had  been  engaged 
in  private  business  for  himself  and  had  been  very  successful;  a  brush 
establishment,  or  something  of  that  sort. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  in  the  brush  business  from  1901  to  1903. 

Mr.  Foraker.  According  to  what  you  said  to  me,  you  had  made 
a  great  deal  of  money. 

This  letter  continues: 

He  says  Colonel  Mulhall  is  very  well  off;  does  not  want  a  position  or  place  of  any 
kind,  and  will  not  except  nor  accept  compensation  for  whatever  he  may  be  able  to 
-do.    He  is  interested  solely  in  the  good  of  the  cause,  and,  for  this  reason  *  Sooafcst. 
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Foraker  thought  might  be  a  good  man  to  help  Senator  Aldrich,  'provided,  of  course, 
assistance  is  needed.  Let  me  know  what  is  decided  upon,  when  Senator  Aldrich 
has  reached  a  conclusion,  so  that  1  may  advise  Mulhall,  and,  if  you  do  not  need  his 
letter,  or,  rather,  when  you  have  finished  with  it— kindly  return  it  for  our  files. 

1  have  written  Mulhall  that  the  matter  would  be  taken  up,  through  you,  with  Senator 
Aldrich;  though  as  you,  of  course,  doubtless  understand,  because  of  Senator  Foraker'* 
wish  to  assist  Senator  Aldrich  in  getting  a  capable,  disinterested— so  far  as  reward  is 
concerned — worker  if  there  be  need  for  one. 

Sincerely,  yours,  C.  E.  Alden. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  Senator,  this  letter  that  you  have  just  read  is 
from  your  files  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  From  Mr.  Alden's  files. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  you  were  acquainted  with  the  matters 
referred  to  in  the  letters  of  your  secretary,  which  I  just  read  ? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  did  not  see  them,  Senator.  I  have  seen  them 
since  they  were  printed.  1  never  saw  this  letter  until  I  came  to  look 
the  files  over. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  you  have  now  furnished  the  connecting 
link  I  wanted,  to  explain  B-12.  You  did  know  Marshall  Cushing,, 
did  you  not? 

Mr.  Foraker.  I  had  a  very  slight  acquaintance  with  Marshall 
Cushing.  I  did  not  know  him  at  all  at  this  time,  that  I  remember. 
1  knew  him  years  ago,  before  I  was  elected  to  the  Senate,  and  I  might 
have  met  him  afterwards. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  to  you  this  letter  on  the  letterhead  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  dated  October  5,  1904, 
as  follows: 

(B-12) 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers 

of  the  United  States  of  America. 

New  York,  Octobers,  1904. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Please  notice  accompanying  letter  which  Senator  Foraker 
has  been  kind  enough  to  originate,  and  if  the  gentleman  mentioned  can  do  you  any 
good,  do  not  hesitate  to  put  him  right  to  work,  lie  is  one  of  my  regular  staff  and  the 
best  man  in  the  country  in  his  line.  He  understands  that  he  is  to  consult  your  inter- 
ests first  and  absolutely — then  ours;  though  perhaps  I  ought  to  say  that  I  nave  been 
in  touch  with  the  congressional  committee,  and  if,  incidentally,  he  could  do  anything 
to  help  the  nominee  for  Congress  that  might  be  a  valuable  incident.  Expenses  are 
all  paid ;  there  is  nothing  to  that  phase  of  it  that  needs  to  trouble  any  of  you  for  a 
moment. 

With  great  respect  and  best  wishes,  yours,  most  truly, 

Marshall  Cushing,  Secretary. 
Hon.  Nelson  W.  Aldrich, 

Providence,  /?.  J. 

That  certainly  refers  to  this  letter  that  you  have  just  read. 

Mr.  Foraker.  It  may.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it,  Sena- 
tor. I  just  find  these  letters.  Outside  of  the  letters  I  have  no 
recollection  at  all  about  this  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  meetings  with  Col.  Mulhall  began  in  1904? 

Mr.  Foraker.  It  was  on  that  train  when  I  asked  him  to  write  me 
about  the  route  to  Bombay  Hook  Island.  It  was  all  part  of  that 
same  conversation. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  secretary  wrote  this  letter  to  Mr.  Shelton, 

who  was  the  secretary  to  Senator  Aldrich,  and  you  had  had  some  let- 

tors,  as  your  secretary  writes,  from  Mulhall,  and  you  were  at  least  in 

some  degree  interested,  or  at  least  took  some  interest,  in  Mulhall's 

going  up  to  help  Senator  Aldrich  m  t\\e  \SM\  ^m^viga? 
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Mr.  Foraker.  I  was  interested  in  Republican  success  everywhere,, 
and  Senator  Aldrich  was  a  candidate;  and  I  had  heard  something, 
no  doubt,  about  his  district,  that  he  might  need  help,  probably 
among  laboring  men,  and  Mr.  Mulhall  came  into  my  knowledge  on 
the  train.  I  do  not  think  I  had  seen  him  for  a  long  time  before  that, 
and  in  that  conversation,  in  talking  about  politics  I  perhaps  told 
him 

Senator  Reed.  The  train  incident  I  have  in  mind  was  in  1908r 
when  you  gave  him  the  list  of  names. 

Mr.  Foraker.  No,  1904.  In  1910  I  gave  him  the  list  of  names. 
The  other  train  incident  was  in  1904,  when  I  talked  to  him  about 
Bombay  Hook  Island.  That  was  when  Aldrich  was  a  candidate 
for  reelection. 

The  Chairman.  We  are  much  obliged  to  you. 

Senator  Reed.  Before  the  committee  adjourns  I  want  to  identify 
these  letters  in  a  general  way. 

Senator  Foraker.  I  will  call  again  to  get  these  originals,  if  the 
clerk  will  substitute  copies,  verified,  of  course. 

TESTIMONY  OF  HABTIN  MICHAEL  MT7LHALL.     (Besomed.) 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Mulhall,  on  August  4  you  produced  some  addi- 
tional letters.  I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time  to  identify  each  letter. 
They  have  been  printed,  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  are  numbered  B-l  to  B-291,  inclusive.  I  want  to  ask  you 
if  these  are  letters  taken  from  your  files,  and  if  they  constitute  a 
portion  of  the  correspondence  you  had  preserved  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  In  so  far  as  these  letters  purport  to  be  original 
letters,  are  they  letters  which  you  received  through  the  mail,  ana  are 
they  original  letters  from  the  parties  whose  signatures  they  bear  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  contained  in  these  letters  what  appear  to 
be  carbon  copies  of  letters  written  to  various  parties.  In  each 
instance  where  the  carbon  copy  appears  addressed  to  a  particular 
individual,  did  you  write  to  the  individual  the  original  of  which  the 
carbon  is  now  produced  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  that  were  brought  here  on  August  4,  yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  also  in  this  bunch  of  documents  certain 
envelopes  addressed  to  individuals.  Were  they  taken  from  your 
files? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  in  this  bunch  of  letters  four  reports, 
beginning  on  March  2  and  ending  on  March  6.  Can  you  look  at  those 
reports  and  tell  me  to  whom  they  were  made  ?  You  will  have  to  look 
through  and  see  to  what  campaigns  they  refer. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Those  are  reports  made  by 
William  Walsh,  the  gentleman  I  testified  was  helping  in  the  Watson 
campaign,  made  to  me  concerning  work  he  was  doing  in  that  district. 

Senator  Reed.  B-292  appears  to  be  a  large  envelope  bearing  upon 
the  outside  the  name  "George  E.  Green.  How  did  that  come 
into  your  possession  ? 


3702       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  was  an  envelope  contain- 
ing about  $500,  handed  to  me  by  Mr.  George  E.  Green,  who  was 
Mr.  Faircliild's  manager  in  the  campaign  of  1912,  coming  from  Mr. 
Fairchild. 

Senator  Reed.  What  were  you  to  do  with  that  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Use  it  for  campaign  purposes — expenses. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  now  two  drafts,  which  will  be  marked 
C-l  and  C-2,  being  taken  from  the  files  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers,  or  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense.  I  will  ask  you  to  look  at  the  name  "James  E.  Watson" 
written  across  the  back,  and  state  whether,  in  your  judgment  and 
opinion,  that  is  the  signature  of  James  E.  Watson. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  I  will  say  it  looks  like  the  sig- 
nature of  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  putting  you  on  as  a  handwriting  expert, 
but  you  have  seen  his  signature  many  times? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  his  signature  many  times. 

Senator  Reed.  And,  in  your  opinion  and  best  judgment,  is  that 
his  signature? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  They  read  as  follows : 

(C-l) 

3rd  National  Bank  of  St.  Louis.     No.  668. 

Pay  to  the  order  of  James  E.  Watson  $500.00,  five  hundred  and  no/100  dollars.  St. 
Louis.  April  24,  1909.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  Saml.  C.  Schwedt- 
man, secretary  to  the  president. 

(Endorsement:)  James  E.  Watson.  Pay  to  the  order  of  the  Riggs  National  Bank 
of  Washington,  D.  C.  Apr.  28,  1909.  Prior  endorsements  guaranteed.  Union  Trust 
Co.  of  D.  <\     Edson  B.  Olds,  treas. 

Pav  to  the  order  of  any  bank,  banker  or  trust  Co.  Prior  endorsements  guaranteed. 
The  lligga  National  Bank,  Washington,  D.  C,  Henry  H.  Flather,  cashier. 

St.  Louis  Clearing  House.  Mechanics  American  National  Bank,  32-M,  Apr.  30, 
1909. 

(C-2) 

3rd  National  Bank  of  St.  Louis.     No.  669. 

James  E.  Watson  $500.00  Five  hundred  and  no/100  dollars.  St.  Louis,  April  24, 
1909.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  Ferd  C.  Schwedtman,  secretary  to 
thepresident. 

(Endorsements:)  James  E.  Watson.  Pay  to  the  order  of  the  Riggs  National  Bank 
of  Washington,  D.  C.  Apr.  28,  1909.  Prior  endorsements  guaranteed.  Union 
Trust  Co.  of  D.  C.     Edson  B.  Olds,  treas. 

Pay  to  the  order  of  any  bank,  banker  or  trust  company.  Prior  endorsements  guar- 
anteed.   The  Ri^gs  National  Bank,  Washington,  D.  C,  Henry  H.  Flather,  cashier. 

St.  Louis  Clearing  House.  Mechanics  American  National  Bank,  32  —  M,  Apr  90 
1909. 

Now,  1  hand  you  "C-3"  and  ask  you  if  the  signature  "Ferd  C. 
Schwedtman"  is,  in  your  judgment  and  opinion,  the  signature  of  Mr. 
Ferd  C.  Schwedtman  I 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  Exhibit  C-3  as  follows: 

(0-3) 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April  t4, 1909. 

Received  of  National  Assn.  of  Mfre.  One  thousand  and  no/100  dollars.  Two 
$500.00  drafts  on  New  York.  To  be  used  for  payment  of  Watson  on  tariff  work. 
$1,000.00.    Ferd  C.  Schwedtman. 
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I  hand  vou  "  C-4  "  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a  check  which  you  received 
from  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  it  it  bears  your 
signature  ? 

Air.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  1  hand  you  C-5,  and  askyou  the  same  question  in 
reference  to  it  1  asked  with  reference  to  "CM." 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  C-6  and  ask  you  the  same  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  1  hand  you  C-7  and  ask  you  the  same  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  C-8  and  ask  you  the  same  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  C-9  and  ask  you  the  same  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  read  in  evidence  these  exhibits  just  shown 
to  the  witness,  as  follows: 

(C-4) 

The  Third  National  Bank  of  St.  Louis.     No.  542. 

Pay  to  the  order  of  M.  M.  Mulhall  1300.00  Three  hundred  and  no/00  dollars. 

St.  Lo  is,  Mo.  October  14, 1908.  National  Association  of  Mam  fact*  rers.  Ferd  C. 
Schwedtman,  secretary  to  the  president. 

(Endorsements:)  M.  M.  Mi;  1  hall.  Wilbraham  Hotel  Company,  J.  G.  Wilbraham, 
Prest.  Pay  any  bank  or  banker.  The  Fletcher  National  Bank,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Oct.  15,  1908.     (4  X).     All  prior  endorsements  guaranteed.    Chas.  Latham,  cashier. 

(C-5) 

The  Third  National  Bank  of  St.  Louis.    No.  536. 

Pay  to  the  order  of  M.  M.  Mulhall  1300.00,  three  hundred  and  no/100  dollars. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.  Sept.  22,  1908.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  Ferd  C. 
Schwedtman,  secretary  to  the  president. 

(Endorsements:)  M.  M.  Mulhall.  Hotel  English,  Wilbraham  Hotel  Company, 
J.  G.  Wilbraham,  prest.  Pay  any  bank  or  banker,  The  Fletcher  National  Bank,  In- 
dianapolis, Ind. 

Sept.  23,  1908  (4  X).    All  prior  endorsements  guaranteed,  Chas.  Latham,  cashier. 

(C-6) 

Third  National  Bank  of  St.  Louis.    No.  530. 

Pay  to  the  order  of  M.  M.  Mulhall  $300.00,  three  hundred  and  no/100  dollars. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Sept.  14,  1908.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  Ferd  C. 
Schwedtman,  secretary  to  the  president. 

(Endorsements:)  M.  M.  Mulhall.  Hotel  English,  Wilbraham  Hotel  Company, 
J.  G.  Wilbraham,  prest. 

St.  Louis  Clearing  House,  The  National  Bank  of  Commerce,  St.  Louis,  (26). 
September  16.  1908.  All  prior  endorsements  guaranteed.  Pay  any  bank  or  banker, 
The  Fletcher  National  Bank,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Sept.  15,  1908.    (4  X).    All  prior  endorsements  guaranteed,  Chas.  Latham,  cashier. 

(C-7) 

The  Third  National  Bank  of  St.  Louie.    No.  513. 

Pay  to  the  order  of  M.  M.  Mulhall  $300.00  three  hundred  and  no/100  dollars.  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers.    Ferd  C.  Schwedtman,  secretary  to  the  presiden  t . 

St.  Louis,  Mo.  August  26. 1908. 

(Endorsements:)  M.  M.  Mulhall.    Wilbraham  Hotel  Company,  Mrs.  Jay  G.  Wil- 
braham.   St.  Louis  Clearing  House.  The  National  Bank  of  Commerce,  St.  Louis. 
Aug.  28  (26).    Pay  any  bank:  or  banker,  The  Fletcher  National  Bank.Indiw&a^Ss^ 
Ina.    Aug.  27,  1908.    4  x.    All  prior  endorsements  %\MXKBtee&.    v3&&*.  \anbmksw,, 
cashier. 
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(C-8) 

The  Third  National  Bank  of  St.  Louis.    No.  314. 

Pay  to  the  order  of  M.  M.  Mulhall  $25.00  twenty-five  and  no/100  dollars.  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman,  secretary  to  the  president. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.  Nov.  2,  1907. 

( Endorsements:)  M.  M.  Mulhall.  Charged  J.  C.  S.  C.  Pay  Boatmen's  Bank  or 
oraer,  The  Southern  Hotel  Co. 

St.  Louis  Clearing  Ffouse,  Nov.  5,  1907.  (3)  Endorsements  guaranteed.  Boat- 
men's Bank. 

(In  pencil:)  O.  K.  Fitch. 

(C-9) 

The  Third  National  Bank  of  St.  Louis.    No.  313. 

Pay  to  the  order  of  M.  M.  Mulhall  $150.00,  one  hundred  fifty  and  no/100  dollars. 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  Ferd  C.  Schwedtman,  secretary  to  the  presi- 
dent. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.  Oct.  31,  1907. 

(Endorsements:)  M.  M.  Mulhall.  Pay  Boatmen's  Bank  or  order,  The  Southern 
Hotel  Co.    Charged  J.  D.  C. 

St.  Louis  Clearing  House  Nov.  4,  1907.  Boatmen's  Bank.  (3)  Endorsements 
guaranteed . 

(In  pencil:)  Bill  R. 

Do  you  know  who  Mr.  Charles  A.  M.  Harvey  was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  remember  at  this  time. 

Senator  Reed.  You  therefore  would  be  unable  to  give  us  any  light 
in  regard  to  the  payments  to  Mr.  Harvey  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  no  memory  of  that  name. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  these  letters,  B-l  to  B-291,  are 
printed,  and  I  take  it  cun  be  read  by  the  committee,  and  if  hereafter 
they  desire  to  ask  any  questions  in  regard  to  them  they  may  do  so. 
There  is  one  exhibit  which  is  here  which  seems  to  have  been  attached 
to  some  letter,  but  it  is  a  mere  card.  I  ask  you  if  it  has  any  signifi- 
cance, and  if  so  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  card  of  Mr.  Ridge,  who  worked  in  Senator 
Aldrich's  district  on  two  occasions. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  which  I  hand  you  now  a  note  from  Mr» 
Ridge  to  you,  which  appears  to  read — and  I  will  have  to  identify  it 
by  reading  it: 

Mulhall:  You  can  if  you  wish  show  this  letter  to  our  friend  the  Senator. 

RlOOB. 

Who  was  Ridge  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir.  He  was  a  party 
employed  by  Senator  Aldrich  and  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers in  the  campaign  of  1905  and  other  campaigns — or  1904, 1 
should  say. 

Senator  Reed.  And  was  the  Senator  referred  to  there,  Senator 
Aldrich  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  We  may  desire  to  make  further  identification  of 
these  papers  in  this  volume,  but  for  the  present,  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
view  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  I  suggest  that  we  allow  the  examina- 
tion to  cease,  and  that  the  committee  read  these  letters. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at 
10  o'clock,  and  we  ask  Mr.  Emery  to  be  present  at  that  hour. 

(Thereupon,  at  1 .50  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until 
to-morrow,  Wednesday,  August  6, 1913,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  6,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  I).  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
Cummins. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  to  put  in  the  record  an  affidavit  which  has 
been  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  W.  J.  Wickes,  of  the  Saginaw  Plate  Glass  Co., 
Saginaw,  Mich.     It  is  as  follows: 

[Saginaw  Plate  Glass  Co..  manufacturers  of  polished  plate  glass  and  grainer  salt.] 

Saginaw,  \V.  S.  Mich.,  July  29,  1913. 
To  whom  it  may  concern: 

At  a  hearing  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of 
the  U.  S.  Senate,  Mr.  F.  J.  Goertner,  an  imi>orter  from  New  York,  stated  that 
William  J.  Wickes  and  George  C.  Eastwood,  of  the  Saginaw  Plate  Glass  Com- 
pany, admitted  that  the  brief,  which  the  said  Goertner  had  filed  in  reference 
to  the  cost  of  plate  glass  in  this  country  and  abroad,  was  true  within  5  per  cent. 
We  therefore  make  affidavit  that  the  statement  of  the  said  Goertner  was  not 
true,  and  we  had  no  means  at  hand  at  this  conference  to  check  his  figures 
and  had  no  knowledge  of  how  the  said  Goertner  compiled  them.  We  told 
Senator  Stone  that  we  would  make  a  comparison  with  the  said  Goertner's 
figures,  based  from  our  books,  .which  would  be  from  actual  cost  of  the  manu- 
facture of  glass  in  our  factory,  and  this  statement  was  made  after  our  return 
to  Saginaw  and  sent  to  Senator  Stope  and  the  cost  was  given.  These  figures 
after  being  compiled  did  not  vary  materially  from  what  we  told  Senator  Stone 
and  Senator  Shively  our  manufacturing  cost  was  at  the  hearing  before  them  in 
Washington,  and  these  figures  showed  a  very  large  increase  as  the  actual  cost 
of  producing  glass  in  this  country  over  the  figures  given  by  Goertner. 

Wm.  J.  Wickes. 
Geo.  C.  Eastwood. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me  this  day,  July  29,  1013. 

[seal.]  W.  W.  Smith, 

Notary  Public,  Saginaw  County. 
My  commission  expires  April  8,  1916. 

(Thereupon,  at  10.10  o'clock  a.  m.,  the  subcommittee  went  into 
executive  session. 

At  10.40  o'clock  a.  m.  the  subcommittee  resumed  its  open  session.) 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Emery,  I  understand  Mr.  McCarter  repre- 
sents the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  will  continue 
to  do  so  throughout  all  this  examination  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  There  are  certain  charges  here.  Mr.  McCarter,  if 
you  wish  to  proceed  with  the  examination  of  Mr.  Emery  you  may 
do  so. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Very  well,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  one  little  matter  we  wish  to  take  up  be- 
fore that.    We  will  call  Mr.  Nixon  to  the  stand. 

TESTIMONY  OF  RICHARD  B.  NIXON. 


(The  witness  was  sworn  by  the  chairman.) 
Senator  Walsh.  What  position  do  you  occupy  ? 
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Mr.  Nixon.  I  am  the  financial  clerk  of  the  Senate. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  long  have  you  occupied  that  position? 

Mr.  Nixon.  For  45  years. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  to  handle  all  the  moneys  that  pass 
through  the  office,  and  have  done  so  during  all  these  years? 

Mr.  Nixon.  Either  directly  or  indirectly. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  the  discharge  of  your  duties  you  have  been 
obliged  to  give  particular  attention  to  the  signatures  of  Senators  and 
others  upon  checks  and  other  papers  passing  through  your  hands? 

Mr.  Nixon.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  With  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether  they  are 
genuine? 

Mr.  Nixon.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  invite  your  attention  to  this  paper,  which  is  a 
receipt,  marked  A-20,  and  ask  you  whether  in  your  opinion  the  body 
of  the  receipt  and  the  signature  are  in  the  same  handwriting,  or  in 
the  handwriting  of  different  persons? 

Mr.  Nixon.  I  should  say  they  are  in  the  same  handwriting. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  now  show  you  two  letters,  No.  572  and  No.  1267, 

Purporting  to  be  letters  signed  by  J.  Dotiohue  in  the  one  case  and 
ames  Donohue  in  the  other,  and  I  will  ask  you  whether  you  find  anv 
resemblance  between  the  handwriting  in  those  letters  and  the  hand- 
writing in  the  receipt,  A-20? 

Mr.  Nixon  (after  examining  No.  1267).  I  should  say  that  that  let- 
ter was  written  by  the  person  who  signed  that  receipt. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  your  opinion,  the  letter  No.  1267  was  written 
by  the  person  who  wrote  the  receipt  A-20? 

Mr.  Nixon.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  there  that  suggests  that;  what  particular 
feature  is  there  that  suggests  that  conclusion  to  you? 

Mr.  Nixon.  In  the  first  place,  the  capital  letter  D  in  a  My  Dear 
Col."  is  formed  exactly  like  this  D  in  the  receipt.  Then  again, 
in  the  words  "  two  Hundred  Dollars  "  in  No.  1267,  the  word  "  Hun- 
dred "  is  very  similar  to  the  one  in  the  letter.  The  two  words  are 
very  similar. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  words  "  Hundred  Dollars  "  in  the  leftter  and 
"  Hundred  Dollars"  in  the  receipt  are  similar? 

Mr.  Nixon.  Yes,  very  similar.  I  should  say  that  they  were 
written  by  the  same  hand. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  should  you  say  about  the  other  letter,  No. 
672. 

Mr.  Nixon.  In  this  letter,  No.  572,  occur  the  words  "  Five  Hundred 
Dollars."  The  words  "  Five  Hundred  Dollars  "  are  very  similar  to 
the  three  words  "  two  Hundred  Dollars  "  in  No.  1267. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  about  the  words  "  Hundred  Dollars  *  in  the 
receipt ;  do  they  have  atiy  similarity 

Mr.  Nixon  (interposing).  Undoubtedly  they  do.  Also  the  word 
"  District."  In  No.  572  the  letter  D,  in  the  three  or  four  places  where 
it  occurs,  is  very  similar,  and  I  should  say  it  was  written  by  the 
same  hand. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  way  Mulhall  is 
spelled. 
Mr.  Nixon.  I  notice  it  is  speWed  u  M.-wA-V 
Senator  Walsh.  In  what? 
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Mr.  Nixon.  In  No.  572. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  how  is  it  spelled  in  the  receipt  ? 

Mr.  Nixon.  And  in  the  receipt  also  it  is  spelled  M-u-l-l-h-a-I-1. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  your  general  conclusion  is  that  they 
are  all  in  the  same  handwriting? 

Mr.  Nixon.  I  should  say  they  were  in  the  same  handwriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  Does  not  that  receipt  bear  evidence  on  its  facs 
that  it  has  been  recently  written  ? 

Mr.  Nixon.  It  is  written  in  pencil,  and  it  is  difficult  to  say. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  those  letters  in  ink  or  pencil? 

Mr.  Nixon.  They  are  in  ink.  Evidently  these  characters  on  here* 
"A  20,"  in  pencil,  have  been  put  on  since  the  rest  of  the  paper  was 
written.  It  is  very  difficult  to  tell  for  how  long  a  character  in  pencil 
has  been  written. 

Senator  Reed.  The  "A  20  "  is  the  exhibit  mark  and  was  put  on 
during  this  examination.  I  make  that  statement  so  that  the  record 
will  be  plain. 

Mr.  Nixon.  That  is  more  recent  than  the  body  of  the  receipt, 
undoubtedly. 

TESTIMONY  OF  JAMES  A.  EMERY. 

The  witness  was  sworn  by  the  chairman. 

Mr.  McCarteb.  I  wish  you  would  give  this  committee  a  brief  and 
concise  statement  concerning  the  purposes  and  objects  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  and  the  National  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense,  your  association  with  each,  and  your  activities  in  con- 
nection with  each. 

Senator  Walsh.  As  I  understood  it,  it  was  just  to  avoid  this  kind 
of  thing  that  we  adopted  this  course  of  procedure. 

The  Chairman.  We  did  not  care  to  have  any  general  statements. 
We  wanted  you  to  examine  Mr.  Emery  and  ask  him  any  questions  in 
reference  to  matters  that  have  come  up  through  this  investigation,  in 
the  way  of  defense. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Well,  gentlemen,  if  this  is  a  defense,  as  you  call  it, 
I  should  think  the  defendant  ought  to  be  allowed  to  put  in  its  evidence 
in  the  way  it  prefers  to  do  it.  There  are  a  thousand  and  one  subjects 
that  have  been  gone  into.  After  thought  and  deliberation,  our  con- 
ception was  that  Mr.  Emery  should  be  permitted,  without  interrupt 
tion  by  me,  to  make  a  statement  of  the  character  elicited  by  the 
question,  and  that  then  anything  that  had  been  omitted,  that  occurred 
to  me,  I  should  ask  him  about ;  and  then  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee would  have  a  right,  of  course,  to  interrogate  him  specifically  upon 
any  question. 

The  Chairman.  What  we  want  is  brevity,  as  much  as  possible. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  so;  and  you  will  notice  I  asked  him  for  a 
concise  statement,  and  I  thought  in  this  way  brevity  would  be 
secured. 

The  Chairman.  Go  ahead. 

Senator  Cummins.  Is  not  your  national  association  an  incorporated 
body? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ccmmins.  Do  not  its  articles  of  incorporation  &tara  Sx^ 
purposes  ? 
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Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  an  incorporated  association  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  New  York,  not  for  pecuniary  profit,  but  a  voluntary 
association,  so  called,  and  we  have  with  us  and  will  produce  a  copy 
of  its  charter.  But  its  charter  is  a  most  colorless  kind  of  a  thing,  it 
being  simply  a  certificate  of  incorporation  filed  under  the  general 
law,  and  it  is  our  purpose,  if  we  are  permitted,  to  show  by  this  wit- 
ness the  general  activities  of  the  association,  and  to  bring  before  the 
committee  the  fact  that  the  legislative  features  that  have  been  brought 
out  here  are  only  some  of  many  activities  that  this  association  en- 
gages in.  In  other  words,  we  do  not  want  the  committee  or  the 
country  who  are  listening  to  this  interesting  investigation  to  believe 
that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  has  only  one  purpose, 
and  that  that  is  to  be  in  Washington  or  to  be  in  the  several  States 
watching  legislation ;  but  that  it  has  a  general  object,  and  that  as  inci- 
dent to  that  general  object  its  officers  have  felt  that  it  is  their  right 
and  privilege  to  do  what  they  have  done,  and  what  this  witness  claims 
and  will  show  they  have  done,  frankly  and  candidly,  in  support  of 
their  general  object. 

Senator  Cummins.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  introduce  the  articles 
of  incorporation  of  the  association  and  then  have  Mr.  Emery  say 
what  the  association  has  done  under  those  articles,  in  so  far  as  he  has 
knowledge  of  what  it  has  done? 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  will  see,  Senator  Cummins,  that  the  associa- 
tion existed  some  time  before  it  was  incorporated.  The  incorpora- 
tion followed,  I  think,  after  this  had  been  a  going  concern  for  sev- 
eral years,  and  it  was  incorporated  simply  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
it,  you  might  say,  a  local  habitation  and  a  name ;  and,  as  I  say,  the 
articles  of  incorporation,  which  we  will  produce,  are  quite  colorless. 

The  Chairman.  The  testimony  that  has  come  out  here  in  reference 
to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  has  been  confined  alto- 
gether to  its  activities  in  the  legislative  field,  and  do  you  not  think 
you  ought  to  confine  your  testimony  to  that  ?  If  it  will  range  over  a 
much  larger  field,  I  do  not  think  we  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  hear- 
ing that  testimony.  We  would  like  to  have  you  confine  yourself  as 
far  as  possible  to  answering  the  charges  that  have  been  made. 

Mr.  McCarter.  My  view,  however,  is  that  it  is  germane  to  what 
you  have  been  pleased  to  call  our  defense  to  show  that  this  associa- 
tion is  not  simply  a  tool  or  an  instrument  watching  legislation,  but 
that  it  is  a  large  business  association  engaged  in  several  activities; 
to  show  what  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  is;  to  show 
the  line  of  demarcation  between  the  two,  and  then  to  show  what  the 
association  and  the  council  have  sought  to  do,  and  what  this  witness 
has  done  in  connection  with  their  desires  and  purposes. 

Senator  Walsh.  To  make  myself  clear,  I  will  say  that  is  just 
exactly  what  I  want  you  to  do,  but  I  would  like  to  have  you  take  up 
each  one  of  those  separately,  so  that  we  may  proceed  in  the  matter 
with  some  due  regard  to  orderliness.  There  is  only  one  sphere  of  ac- 
tivity that  has  been  inquired  about  here.  Your  question  would 
really  call  upon  Mr.  Emery  to  go  into  all  the  other  lines  of  activity 
in  more  or  less  detail.  In  this  investigation  it  was  disclosed  that 
you  had  shown  considerable  activity  in  the  matter  of  strikes,  but  we 
h&ve  thus  far  endeavored  to  keep  out  of  that  as  much  as  we  could.  It 
was  so  interwoven  that  we  could  not  entirely  exclude  it. 
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There  is  a  great  deal  of  feeling  manifested  here  between  the  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor  on  the  one  side  and  this  association  upon 
the  other,  which  would  naturally  cause  Mr.  Emery,  who  has  par- 
ticipated in  this  controversy  for  a  long  time,  to  participate,  I  dare 
say,  in  that  feeling  to  some  considerable  extent.  What  we  want  is 
to  avoid  getting  into  these  controversies,  or  getting  into  other  lines 
of  activity  of  the  association,  but  to  confine  ourselves  as  much  as  we 
can  to  its  activities  in  connection  with  lobbying. 

As  I  understand,  the  association  has  had  some  foreign  activities 
in  an  entirely  legitimate  business  way.  If  it  was  merely  stated  that 
that  was  a  part  of  their  work,  that  would  be  all  that  would  be  neces- 
sary in  that  connection ;  and  yet  your  question,  as  you  have  asked  it, 
calls  for  a  general  statement  concerning  all  activities  of  the  associa- 
tion. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  I  know  what  I  say,  when  I  say  we  have  no 
desire  to  scratch  any  sores  that  may  exist  between  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  and  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
and  it  was  not  my  purpose  or  desire,  by  making  the  general  inquiry 
that  I  did  of  Mr.  Emery,  to  give  a  loophole  for  the  ventilation  of  any 
such  feeling,  if  any  exists,  which  it  does  not.  But,  may  it  please  the 
committee — and  perhaps  it  is  fair  now  that  I  should  open  our  case 
to  that  extent — I  do  think  that  we  ought  to  be  permitted  to  show 
that  whatever  activity  has  been  presented  by  this  association,  or  by 
the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  in  Washington  or  else- 
where, has  been  promoted  and  presented  because  of  a  firm  convic- 
tion— whether  right  or  wrong  does  not  seem  to  me  to  vary  the  ques- 
tion— that  that  activity  has  been  exerted  in  response  to  what  the 
members  and  officers  of  the  association  believed  was  a  similar  and 
very  aggressive  activity  on  the  part  of  organized  labor.  In  other 
wrords,  gentlemen,  if  I  may  trespass  for  a  moment  on  your  time — 
and  I  am  not  going  to  abuse  my  privilege ;  I  am  trying  to  be  lawyer- 
like about  it— our  view  is  this :  Here  is  a  body  of  employers,  a  body 
of  manufacturers,  not  hostile  to  labor  but  employing  labor.  Now  the 
position  of  organized  labor,  which  position  they  have  a  right  to  as- 
sume and  with  which  we  are  not  quarreling,  is,  as  I  understand  it, 
that  they  can  come  to  Congress,  and  they  can  have  what  they  frankly 
-call  a  lobby,  about  Congress,  for  the  purpose  of  impressing  the  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  in  both  Houses  with  the  idea  that  their  propaganda 
should  be  promoted,  and  that  anything  against  their  propaganda 
should  be  objected  to.  I  am  not  criticizing  that.  I  am  simply  saying 
it  is  a  fact. 

The  Chairman.  Then  suppose  you  confine  yourself  to  those  things. 
That  will  save  time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  want  to  be  frank  with  the  committee.  Our  pur- 
pose is,  whether  by  direct  questioning  or  by  a  short,  concise  state- 
ment by  Mr.  Emery,  to  show  that  the  activity  of  this  association  in 
Washington  and  elsewhere  as  a  legislative  agent,  if  I  may  so  speak 
of  it,  was  to  meet  what  it  saw  were  the  plain  endeavors  of  what  for 
the  purposes  of  this  argument  I  will  call  its  enemy,  along  the  same 
line.    In  other  words 

The  Chairm an.  There  is  no  objection  to  that,  if  you  will  confine  it 

to  that 
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Mr.  McCarter.  We  do  not  want  to  go  into  any  quarrel.  We  are 
not  airing  any  dirty  linen.    We  want  to  be  lawyerlike. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  that,  but  you  asked 
him  about  the  general  purposes  and  activities  of  the  association. 

The  Chairman.  You  asKed  him  about  its  general  activities. 

Senator  Cummins.  Those  are  composed  of  a  great  many  things. 
He  can  not  speak  of  all  the  purposes  of  the  members  of  the  associa- 
tion. In  speaking  of  what  he  has  done  for  them,  I  take  it  for 
granted  he  will  bring  in  all  the  purposes  with  which  he  is  familiar. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Certainly. 

Senator  Cummins.  In  other  words,  it  seems  to  me  your  question 
calls  for  an  argument  rather  than  for  facts. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Of  course  I  want  to  conform  my  line  of  inter- 
rogatories to  the  wishes  of  the  committee.  I  did  not  know  what  the 
wishes  of  the  committee  were,  and  we  have  prepared  our  case  in 
the  way  I  have  indicated.  If  I  had  been  told  that  we  were  to  pre- 
pare specific  questions  and  answers,  of  course  I  would  have  done  that 

Senator  Cummins.  We  thought  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  to 
you  to  take  these  witnesses  and  examine  them,  than  to  ask  them 
merely  to  make  a  general  statement  and  leave  the  specific  questions 
to  the  cross-examination  which  may  follow.  Of  course,  if  you 
prefer  the  other  course 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Emery  and  I  thoroughly  understand  each 
other  on  this  subject,  and  within  the  limitations  which  have  been 
indicated,  I  should  like  permission  for  Mr.  Emery  to  state  as  con- 
cisely as  he  can,  without  going  into  too  much  detail,  first,  what  he 
understood  to  be  the  position  of  organized  labor  with  regard  to  its 
right  to  be  in  Washington  and  in  the  several  States. 

.Senator  Walsh.  I  shall  object  to  that,  because  it  does  not  make 
any  difference  about  that.  Let  me  state  my  views  with  respect  to 
that.  It  dees  not  make  any  difference  how  much  wrong  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  did,  or  anybody  else  did;  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  would  not  be  justified  in  doing  wrong  because 
somebody  else  did.  It  would  not  be  entitled  to  resort  to  improper 
methods  to  influence  legislation  because  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  did.    So  I  do  not  care  to  hear  about  that  part  of  it. 

We  are  going  to  investigate  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  in 
the  same  way  in  which  we  investigate  this  association.  Evidently 
they  have  had  a  lobby  here.  We  are  going  to  try  to  find  out  what 
methods  they  have  been  pursuing.  So,  until  we  come  to  investigate 
that  end  of  the  matter,  I  shall  object  to  hearing  Mr.  Emery  upon  the 
methods  that  have  been  pursued  by  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor.  Then  if  Mr.  Emery  can  give  us  any  light  on  that,  we  shall 
be  very  glad  to  hear  from  him,  and  to  have  him  give  whatever  facts 
he  can.  At  the  present  time  I  shall  object  to  any  testimony  on  that 
line. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  will  confine  jourself  to  the  activities  of  the 
association  in  State  legislatures  and  in  Congress,  to  what  has  been 
charged  here,  and  the  activities  of  this  association  along  that  liner 
and  what  Mr.  Emery  has  done,  it  will  save  time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  May  it  please  the  committee,  nobody  is  more 

anxious  than  I  am  to  save  time.    I  am  away  from  mjr  home,  my 

family  and  my  office,  and  everything.    This  is  not  a  strictly  happy 
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place  for  me  to  be ;  but  we  have  been  here  four  weeks,  and  now  I  do 
not  think  we  ought  to  be  cut  off  for  the  sake  of  saving  time.  Let  us 
have  a  chance. 

The  Chairman.  You  shall  have  time  enough,  if  it  takes  a  month, 
but  we  want  to  confine  you  to  that  particular  subject 

Mr.  McCarter.  From  what  has  been  said  I  understand  that  we 
may  assume,  for  the  purposes  of  our  testimony  and  as  a  substratum 
upon  which  we  may  present  our  testimony,  that  there  is  and  has  been 
in  Washington  and  elsewhere  a  lobby  on  the  part  of  organized  labor, 
designed  to  secure  their  propaganda.  On  that  assumption,  therefore, 
we  will  have  to  bow  to  the  wishes  of  the  committee  and  omit  any  ref- 
erence to  that,  on  the  assumption  that  it  exists. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  believe,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  meant  that 
every  reference  to  what  has  been  done  by  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  must  be  omitted  from  the  testimony  of  the  witness.  That 
is  interwoven  with  the  work  that  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers has  done.  We  do  want  to  secure  the  facts  as  nearly  as  we 
can  get  them. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  we  do  not  at  this  time  want  an  argument. 
We  want  to  know  when  the  association  was  organized,  when  Mr. 
Emery  became  connected  with  it,  and  what  he  has  done  since  he 
became  connected  with  it,  to  carry  out  its  purposes? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  we  can  get  on  if  the  committee  will  just 
bear  with  us  a  little.  Of  course  we  did  not  know  what  was  the  desire 
of  the  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  For  my  own  sake  I  want  to  say  this.  I  have  been 
accused  here,  with  some  vehemence,  of  being  prejudiced  and  having 
passed  an  opinion.  What  I  am  specially  interested  in  is  this.  1  want 
to  know  whether  Mulhall  told  the  truth.  I  want  to  know  whether 
the  originals  of  these  copies  of  letters  that  he  produced  and  said  he 
sent  to  your  officers  were  in  fact  sent.  I  want  any  explanation  that 
can  be  given  of  any  letters  that  have  been  written  by  the  officers  of 
the  association  to  Mr.  Mulhall;  and  when  I  am  convinced,  if  I  am, 
that — I  need  not  say  when  I  am  convinced,  or  say  of  what.  The 
complaint  has  been  made  here  that  there  was  all  this  evidence  going 
to  the  country,  with  no  opportunity  to  reply.  Now  this  evidence  has 
gone  to  the  country.  Whether  that  is  important  or  not  we  can  not 
consider.  But  what  I  am  interested  in  as  a  member  of  this  committee 
is  this,  Mr.  McCarter.  I  want  to  know  whether  Mulhall  wrote  these 
letters  that  he  says  he  wrote,  and  whether  he  sent  them  to  vour  mem- 
bers, as  he  says  he  did,  or  whether  he  has  produced  a  lot  or  lying  and 
false  copies  here;  and  if  your  people  have  written  any  letters  to  him 
which  he  has  placed  in  a  false  light  or  to  which  he  has  given  a  false 
construction  or  a  false  setting,  I  want  to  know  that.  It  seems  to  me 
that  is  the  issue  with  which  we  are  now  confronted. 

Outside  of  what  Mr.  Mulhall  has  said,  and  outside  of  what  these 
letters  say,  this  association  is  not  called  on  to  explain  anything. 
Nobody  has  cast  the  slightest  imputation  upon  it  except  as  sucli 
imputation  has  been  cast  in  this  evidence;  and  I  should  like  to  see 
this  evidence  analyzed,  and  if  it  can  be  picked  to  pieces  and  destroyed, 
it  seems  to  me  that  is  the  task  that  is  before  you  now.  When  it  comes 
to  the  question  of  the  weight  which  ought  to  be  givea  t^  ^^  w\- 
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dence,  treating  it  as  all  true:  of  course  that  is  a  thing  that  can  be 
presented  in  its  proper  way  in  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  seems  to  me  that  these  gentlemen  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  go  on;  that  there  should  not  be  too  much  of  a  strait- 
jacket  method  about  this  business. 

The  Chairman.  It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  have  an  understand- 
ing before  we  start  in.  I  have  stated  what  is  in  my  own  mind  as 
to  what  I  think  is  proper  and  important. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  entirely  agree  with  what  has  been 
said.  I  think  what  we  want  to  do  here  is  to  investigate  the  activi- 
ties— if  that  is  the  proper  word — of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  to  see  what  they  have  done  in  promoting  or  re- 
larding  legislation,  and  what  they  have  done  in  other  fields  of  public 
interest. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  mean  to  exclude  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  Mulhall  letters  are  simply  evidence  that 
has  been  received  concerning  those  activities.  I  expect  Mr.  Emerv 
to  disclose  just  what  he  knows  with  regard  to  the  workings  of  this 
association. 

Senator  Seed.  I  agree  to  that.  I  was  speaking  about  the  course 
of  this  examination.  Of  course  if  that  was  not  covered,  I  take  it 
that  the  committee  would  ask  about  that. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed,  Mr.  McCarter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Of  course,  gentlemen  of  the  committee,  I  can  not 
tell  what  is  in  the  minds  of  the  several  members  of  this  committee, 
and  of  course  each  member  of  the  committee  has  a  right,  which  we 
expect  he  will  exercise,  of  interrogating  Mr.  Emery  upon  anything 
that  is  in  his  mind.  But  you  have  said  to  me,  "  Mr.  McCarter,  put 
on  your  witness  and  examine  him,"  and  it  seems  to  me  that  in  all 
fairness  I  must  be  permitted  to  conduct  my  examination  and  to  put 
my  questions  in  my  own  way.  Of  course  Senator  Reed  has  the  right 
to  ask  any  questions  that  he  wishes. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  you  ask  a  question  which  seems  to  the  com- 
mittee to  be  improper  or  immaterial,  of  course  the  committee  has 
the  right 

Mr.  McCarter.  Certainly,  the  committee  has  the  right  to  over- 
rule it. 

Senator  Cummins.  Whether  we  are  right  or  wrong,  according  to 
our  view  you  must  proceed  just  as  if  you  were  in  court,  and  the  court 
overrules  or  sustains  objections  to  the  questions  that  are  asked. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Senator  Cummins,  you  misunderstood  me.  I  do 
not  think  we  ought  to  be  expected  to  know  what  is  in  Senator  Reed's 
mind,  or  to  ask  his  questions. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  the  reason  I  told  you  what  was  in  my  mind, 
so  you  would  know.  I  have  stated  it,  so  that  you  would  at  least 
know  what  one  member  of  the  committee  wanted  to  find  out. 

Mr.  McCarter.  All  right.  I  think  I  knew  that  before.  Now  Mr. 
Emery 

Senator  Reed.  If  I  had  known  that  you  had  so  successfully  read 
my  mind,  I  would  not  have  made  the  suggestion.  I  beg  your  pardon 
for  taking  your  time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Emery,  I  would  be  glad  if  you  would  state, 
from  your  own  experience,  tne  activities,  and  the  general  character 
of  the  work,  of  the  National  Association  oi  ^.uwfocturers. 
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Mr.  Emery.  May  I  make  a  statement  to  the  committee  before  I 
proceed  ?  I  want  the  committee  to  understand  me,  so  that  I  will  not 
infringe  on  the  ruling  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  you  will  allow  me;  Mr.  McCarter,  will  you 
just  ask  him  what  has  been  his  connection  with  it? 

Senator  Walsh.  We  ought  first  to  learn  about  the  organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  he  became  connected  with  it  and  how  he 
came  to  know  about  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  When  did  vou  first  become  connected  with  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  a  guest  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers in  May,  1905,  and  made  an  address  to  its  convention  at  that 
time. 

The  Chairman.  What  date  was  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  May,  1905,  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  an  annual  convention,  or  dinner,  or 
something  of  that  kind,  of  the  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  the  annual  convention  of  the  association. 

The  Chairman.  Was  the  association  at  that  time  in  full  swing? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  was  it  incorporated  or  unincorporated? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say,  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  your  residence,  and  what  is  your  occu- 
pation?    I  should  like  to  know  those  things. 

Mr.  Emery.  My  home  is  at  Mohican  Lodge,  Glen  Echo  Heights, 
Md. 

Mr.  McCarter.  A  short  distance  outside  of  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  are  a  practicing  lawyer,  are  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Counsel  for  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  De- 
fense, and  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  that  organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  did  you  first  become  such  counsel? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  first  had  relations  with  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers 

Senator  Nelson.  As  counsel? 

Mr.  Emery.  As  counsel,  in  the  winter  of  1907.  I  became  formally 
identified  with  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense — the  re- 
lation existed  in  a  more  or  less  loose  way  prior  to  that,  but  it  was 
then  formally  established — on  November  1,  1908. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  live  before  you  became  connected 
with  the  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  New  York  City  from  1905  on.  Prior  to  that  time 
I  had  resided  in  the  city  of  San  Francisco. 

Senator  Reed.  What  vear  was  it  you  became  counsel  for  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  will  say,  formally  on  November  1,  1908.  That  is,  I 
gave  my  exclusive  time  to  it  after  that  Prior  to  that  time  I  had 
occasionally  represented  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  say  you  were  living  in  New  York  and  were 
transacting  your  professional  work  there  previous  to  the  period  just 
named.     With  what  concern  were  you  then  connected? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Iit&\^T\siX  kssanraa&ss^ 
of  America. 
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Mr.  McCarteb.  Briefly,  what  was  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  was  a  phase  of  the  movement  for  industrial  de- 
fense, out  of  which  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  has  grown. 
It  was  organized — I  speak  now  historically 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  that  society? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America, 

The  Chairman.  When  were  you  connected  with  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  From  July,  1905,  until  the  fall  of  1908. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  way? 

Mr.  Emery.  As  secretary  of  the  association. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  in  New  York? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  headquarters  of  the  association  were  in  the  St. 
James  Building,  New  York  City. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  it  incorporated? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  not  incorporated.  It  was  a  voluntary  asso- 
ciation. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  it  organized? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  first  meeting  that  ultimated  in  it  was  held  in 
Chicago,  in  1903 — in  the  winter  of  1903.  as  I  understand  it.  The 
second  meeting  was  held  at  Indianapolis.  Ind.,  in  February,  1904, 
and  the  first  time  I  came  into  relation  with  it  was  at  a  convention 
of  the  association  held  at  the  Hotel  Astor.  in  New  York,  on  No- 
vember 29  and  30,  1904. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  your  business  in  San  Francisco,  Cal.t 
when  you  lived  there? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  practicing  law.  and  prior  to  that  time  I  had 
been  secretary  of  the  board  of  health.  I  came  into  connection  with 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America  in  1904,  as  a  guest 
at  its  convention,  and  made  an  address  there.  That  was  my  first 
relation  with  it.  I  subsequentlv  went  into  its  employment  in  July, 
1905. 

The  Chairman.  Did  this  association  have  any  headquarters  in 
California? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  All  right ;  go  ahead. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Will  you  not,  right  at  this  point,  explain  the 
genesis  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  which,  1 
understand,  is  an  organization  distinct  from  the  one  to  which  you 
have  referred  as  having  its  headquarters  in  New  York? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  for  brevitv  let  me  sav,  if  it  is  convenient  to 
the  committee  I  shall,  and  Mr.  Emery  will,  refer  to  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense  as  the  "4  council,"  and  to  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  as  the  ifc  association."  That  will  be 
quick,  and  will  save  a  lot  of  time. 

The  Chairman.  How  as  to  the  Citizens"  Industrial  Association  of 
America  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Let  us  refer  to  the  other  as  the  "  Citizens." 

The  Chairman.  Let  us  understand  that.  The  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America. 
The  Chairman.  We  will  call  that  t\ve  "  Ctoraaa"  t 
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Mr.  MoCarter.  All  right ;  the  "  Citizens." 

Senator  Walsh.  You  will  get  confused  in  that  way,  because  you 
have  a  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  out  in  St.  Louis. 

Mr.  McCarter.  "  Citizens,  of  New  York  "  will  do. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  better  give  the  entire  designation  of  it, 
I  think. 

Mr.  McCarter.  With  regard  to  the  origin  and  genesis  of  the 
-council,  I  would  be  glad  if  you  would  enlighten  the  committee. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  the  committee  will  indulge  me,  I  will  make  just  a 
little  explanation,  because  it  is  a  part  of  a  movement  that  grew  up, 
and  it  is  not  like  a  convention,  springing  into  being  fully  made. 

I  assume  that  the  committee  will,  if  I  may  use  the  term,  take 
judicial  notice  of  the  fact  that  there  has  gone  on  in  this  country  on 
the  one  hand  a  movement  for  the  organization  of  labor  and  on  the 
other  hand  a  movement  for  the  organization  of  employers,  or  those 
who  were  opposed  either  to  some  of  the  practices  of  organized  labor, 
or  some  of  the  objects,  or  some  of  the  purposes  which  organized  labor 
either  ultimately  or  from  time  10  time,  undertook  to  accomplish. 
There  was  a  conflict  of  interests  between  employers  and  labor  organi- 
sations, with  the  result  that  while  the  labor  organizations  have 
formed  their  unions  and  their  national  organization  of  such  unions, 
there  has  been,  from  time  to  time,  a  corresponding  movement  of 
employers,  or,  in  many  instances  of  citizens  who  were  not  employers, 
but  had  organized  to  resist  what  they  believed  to  be  the  encroach- 
ments of  organized  labor  either  on  their  individual  rights  or  on  prin- 
ciples that  they  believed  of  great  value  to  their  community  and  to 
the  country  of  which  they  were  citizens. 

This  has  expressed  itself  in  local  organizations  of  employers, 
manufacturers'  associations,  industrial  associations,  employers'  asso- 
ciations, citizens'  alliances.  The  names  have  been  different  in  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  country,  but  they  have  always  had  one  common  pur- 
pose, and  that  was  organized  resistance,  either  to  some  demand  of 
organized  labor  or  to  some  practice  of  organized  labor,  for  the  imme- 
diate purpose  of  protecting  the  individual  interests  of  the  members 
of  such  associations  of  employers  or  citizens  against  such  encroach- 
ments. 

If  you  will  take  notice  of  that  fact,  you  will  naturally  understand, 
if  yon  are  not  intimately  acquainted  with  the  fact,  that  with  the 
•organizations  of  labor  having  a  national  organization  through  which 
they  brought  to  bear  the  influence  and  cooperation  of  the  28,000  local 
unions — I  use  rough  figures — constituting  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor,  the  115  international  unions  or  which  they  were  members, 
the  680-odd  Federal  unions,  organized  directly  from  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  and  the  various  State  federations  of  labor,  88  in 
number,  I  believe,  and  the  640-odd  city  trade  councils  or  central 
organizations  of  labor 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  question? 

Mr.  Emery  (continuing).  It  became  natural 


Senator  Cummins.  He  was  asked  to  state  the  genesis  and  origin 
of  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  became  natural  that  with  such  a  condition  the 
various  organizations  of  employers  springing  up  from  time  to  tixs^ 
should,  either  in  the  States  in  which  there  ^ete  s«^t*\  ot^paua^ 
tions,  or  nationally,  meet  for  the  purpose  oi  \m&«VfcYSx\fe\fc  w^V5**^ 
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with  respect  to  matters  of  common  interest,  and  out  of  this  desire 
present  a  united  resistance  to  what  they  deemed  the  encroachments 
of  organized  labor  or  an  endeavor  to  attain  objects  to  which  they 
were  opposed.  It  can  all  be  summed  up  in  a  sentence  by  saying  it  is 
a  struggle  between  two  conflicting  principles,  the  one  represented  in 
the  demand  for  a  closed  shop,  the  other  in  the  insistent  demand  fc^ 
the  right  to  conduct  an  open  shop  and  to  be  protected  in  that  right. 

This  being  the  condition,  there  was  called  in  Chicago  in  the  winter 
of  1903,  in  the  winter  months,  what  was,  as  far  as  I  know,  the  first 
meeting  of  representatives  of  emplovers'  associations  in  the  United 
States.  It  might  have  been  in  October,  November,  or  December;  I 
can  not  give  you  the  definite  date.  I  was  not  present,  and  my  knowl- 
edge of  it  is  historical,  and  has  come  from  later  connection  with  this 
organization.  That  ultimated  in  much  discussion  among  the  gentle- 
men present,  and  there  were  there  a  great  number  of  business  men,  I 
believe  some  five  or  six  hundred  men,  in  one  of  the  hotels  in  Chicago, 
who  held  this  meeting,  and  the  press  of  that  time  gave  considerable 
notice  to  it. 

I  can  not  now  recall  to  the  committee  the  names  of  many  of  the 
men  who  participated,  beyond  saying  that  there  were  there  present  a 
number  of  the  gentlemen  who  are  to-day  identified  with  the  Manu- 
facturers1 Association  and  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  and 
a  great  number  of  men  from  all  over  the  West  who  are  not  identified 
with  it.  I  think,  Senator  Walsh,  that  the  chairman  of  that  conven- 
tion was  Senator  Saunders,  a  former  United  States  Senator  from 
your  State. 

An  organization  was  discussed,  but  was  not  perfected,  and  a  second 
meeting,  for  the  same  general  purpose,  was  held  at  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  in  February,  I  think  around  Washington's  birthday,  in  1904. 
At  that  meeting  addresses  were  made,  and  discussion  was  had  by 
those  who  were  interested  in  its  advocacy  as  business*  men  and  em- 
ployers as  to  the  organization  of  a  national  movement  for  the  pur- 
pose of  defending  and  propagating  the  principles  of  the  closed  shop. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  closed  or  open  ? 
•     Mr.  Emery.  Closed !     That  was  for  the  defense  of  the  open-shop 
movement. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  "  closed."    I  thought  you  were  mistaken. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me.  The  constitution  and  by-laws  had  been 
prepared  as  a  result  of  the  Chicago  meeting,  and  were  discussed  and 
adopted  at  the  meeting  in  Indianapolis  in  February,  1904,  and  the 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America  had  its  birth  there. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  I  understand  you  that  they  adopted  a  consti- 
tution and  by-laws  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  industrial  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America.  It 
was  at  the  meeting  in  Indianapolis,  in  February.  1904. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  referred  to  the  New  York  office. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir.    It  located  in  New  York  later.    The  second 

annual  convention,  as  it  was  termed,  of  that  organization,  was  called 

to  meet  in  New  York  in  February  of  1904.    Invitations  were  sent  out 

to  all  the  industrial  associations  in  the  United  States  which  were 

thought  to  be  interested  in  a  movement  of  that  character,  and  men 

came  from  all  parts  of  the  \3i\\\wV  S\*tes>  «A  %&8&slft&  that  con- 
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vention  at  the  Hotel  Astor,  in  New  York,  on  the  29th  or  30th  of 
November. 

Senator  Seed.  Are  you  telling  now  of  the  organization  of  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Or  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  compelled,  Senator,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
plain  to  you  how  it  grew  and  what  it  was,  to  give  you  a  little  history 
that  antedates  its  actual  birth,  because  it  grew  out  of  this  movement, 
and,  as  I  say,  was  a  later  expression  of  it;  and  these  movements,  just 
like  the  labor  movement,  had  many  forms,  had  many  names.  They 
came  from  the  Knights  of  Labor  to  the  Federation  of  Labor,  and  you 
will  find  the  last  expression  of  that  in  the  form  of  what  is  called  craft 
unionism,  or  industrial  unionism,  in  the  I.  W.  W.,  which  is  now 
attracting  attention. 

So  this  movement  of  employers  grew  out  of  the  circumstances 
I  am  undertaking  to  describe,  and  if  I  weary  the  committee  by  going 
back  into  history,  I  hope  you  will  pardon  me,  because  I  am  trying 
to  make  plain  to  you  what  the  organization  was,  what  it  grew  out  of, 
and  how  it  took  the  form  in  which  you  now  find  it. 

I  attended  that  convention  in  New  York  in  November,  1904,  be- 
cause I  had  been  counsel  for  an  organization  in  San  Francisco 
called  the  Citizens'  Alliance  of  San  Francisco.  That  was  an  organi- 
zation of  employers  in  the  city  of  San  Francisco  for  the  purpose  of 
defending  themselves  against  the  encroachments  of  trade  unions 
in  that  city,  San  Francisco  having  the  reputation  of  being,  and  I 
think  deservedly,  the  best  organized  union  city  in  America.  I  went 
to  New  York  and  made  an  address  at  that  convention,  listened  to 
the  discussion,  and  participated  in  its  deliberations.  I  was  a 
stranger  to  a^ll  those  present.  My  address  attracted  some  attention, 
and  I  came  in  contact  with  a  great  many  gentlemen  who  were  there 
in  the  leadership  of  this  movement.  As  the  result  of  that  I  re- 
ceived an  invitation  to  address  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers at  its  convention  in  Atlanta,  Ga.,  in  1905,  and  I  made  an 
address  there  on  the  subject  of  organization,  the  substance  of  which 
was  the  need  for  organization  on  the  part  of  business  men,  to  protect 
their  interests  in  the  contest  between  the  closed  shop  and  the  open 
shop,  and  which  would  be  capable  of  meeting  the  effort  of  organized 
labor  to  accomplish  its  purpose  in  securing,  by  economic  and  indus- 
trial organization,  by  legislation  and  other  means,  a  recognition  of 
its  demand  for  the  enforcement  of  the  closed  shop. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association  the  proposal 
was  made  to  me  by  officers  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of 
America  to  become  its  secretary.  I  took  the  matter  under  advise- 
ment, accepted  it,  and  in  July  of  1905  became  its  secretary.  Mr. 
C.  W.  Post  was  the  president  oi  the  organization,  and  its  headquarters 
were  then  moved  to  the  city  of  New  York,  and  opened  in  the  St. 
James  Building  in  that  city. 

Senator  Reed.  What  concern  was  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  was  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of 
America.  That  organization  remained  in  existence  for  three  years- 
The  chief  object  of  those  who  organized  it  was,  so  far  as  they  could, 
to  concentrate  under  one  organization,  for  tta  \razrgmfe  A  saw^wc*.- 
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tion,  all  the  organizations  that  were  interested  in  tlie  open-shop 
propaganda,  ana  its  chief  weapon  and  purpose  was  to  secure  public- 
ity with  respect  to  the  meaning  of  the  principles  of  the  open  shop, 
and  in  opposition  to  the  effort  to  further  the  advancement  of  the 
closed  shop. 

The  organization  invited  all  industrial  organizations  interested  in 
those  principles 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  be  captious,  but  I 
do  insist  that  this  is  going  back  a  long  distance  and  taking  a  good 
deal  of  time  to  answer  a  simple  question,  which  was  with  relation 
to  the  organization  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense; 
and  it  is  the  very  thing  that  was  excluded  by  the  committee  after 
some  talk  with  the  attorney  representing  the  association. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  understand  that  trie  association  he  is  now  last 
talking  about  is  the  predecessor  of  the  present  industrial  association. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  its  foster  father,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  T  should  like  to  know  how  it  was  trans- 
ferred from  one  to  the  other. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  Senator  Reed  will  agree  with  me ;  you  will 
recall  that  the  testimony  in  this  case  is  that  this  so-called  council 
is  n  mere  thing  on  paper.  It  was  said  that  it  had  no  existence,  and 
did  not  amount  to  anything.  I  am  trying  to  show  by  this  witness 
that  it  was  the  consummation  of  a  movement  that  had  been  going 
on  for  four  or  five  years  before  it  was  actually  organized,  and  the 
very  next  thing  that  the  witness  is  about  to  touch  upon  I  think  is 
the  meeting  at  the  Waldorf  Astoria — the  meeting  of  the  organizers 
of  the  council — which  grew  out  of  this  movement  he  has  been  speak- 
ing of. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  gathered  from  this  that  there  were  a 
vast  number  of  associations  throughout  the  country  that  were  inter- 
ested, in  one  way  or  another,  in  opposing  the  views  and  purposes  and 
principles  of  the  organizations  of  labor.  ^  They  associated  themselves 
under  the  name  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association.  That  seems 
to  be,  briefly,  what  it  has  taken  a  very  long  time  to  tell.  Of  course 
we  take  judicial  notice,  in  a  way,  of  the  purposes  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  of  what  it  has  been  doing,  and  of  these  others, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  you  could  be  very  much  more  brief  about  this 
matter. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  trying  to  give  you  a  full  view  of  it.  Of  course 
I  can  compress  this  just  as  much  as  you  desire,  and  I  invite  the  com- 
mittee to  ask  me  anv  questions  they  wish. 

Senator  Nelson.  "Describe,  just  as  quickly  as  you  can,  the  transfer 
from  one  organization  to  the  other. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  would  like  to  describe  the  continuity.  This  is  the 
platform  of  principles  adopted  by  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Associa- 
tion.   May  I  read  these  papers  and  then  offer  them  in  the  record! 

The  Chairman.  What  organization  was  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  This  was  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of 
America. 

Senator  Reed.  I  «ny  a^ain  that  I  do  not  want  to  be  captious,  but 
I  remember  that  when  we  have  had  a  witness  on  the  stand  here  for 
some  days,  we  have  insisted  upon  answers  to  questions,  and  generally 
got  them,  and  not  long  dissertations. 
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We  have  had  a  very  long  statement  in  answer  to  a  question  which, 
it  seems  to  me,  could  have  been  answered  in  a  very  lew  words.  It 
was  a  simple  question,  asked  in  an  attempt  to  conform  to  the  ruling 
of  the  committee,  to  state  the  organization  of  the  National  Councu 
for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Nelson  (examining  papers).  This  is  the  original  declara- 
tion of  their  purposes? 

Senator  Reed.  Not  of  the  National  Organization  for  Industrial 
Defense,  but  of  some  other  organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense 
grew  out  of  this? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  asked  to  give  the  genesis. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  seems  to  be  brief.  Let  us  see  what  it  is,  and 
then  let  us  go  on. 

Senator  Seed.  There  was  not  any  genesis  in  it,  so  far  as  I  ever 
heard. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Of  course,  if  there  is  no  genesis  in  it,  we  are  not 
saying  anything.  But  we  ought  to  be  permitted  to  show  it,  gentle- 
men of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  question  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  see  what  the  principles  of  this  association 
are. 

Mr.  Emery.  They  read  as  follows : 

PLATFORM    OF    PRINCIPLES. 

No  closed  shop. 

No  restriction  as  to  the  use  of  tools,  machinery  or  material  except  such 
as  are  unsafe. 

No  limitation  on  output. 

No  restriction  as  to  the  number  of  apprentices  and  helpers,  when  of  proper 
age. 

No  boycott 

No  sympathetic  strike. 

No  sacrifice  of  independent  workmen  to  the  labor  union. 

]}fo  compulsory  use  of  the  union  label. 

("I  find  every  one  of  these  principles  to  be  in  defence  of  private  and  pubUc 
liberty." — Charles  W.  Eliot,  president  Harvard  University.) 

The  Chairman.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  inquiry  into  the 
activities  of  the  association  in  connection  with  legislation. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Senator  will  see  that  it  has  a  great  deal  to  do 
with  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Proceed  with  the  next  step,  please. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  if  this  paper  is  a  resolution  that  they 
adopted,  or  is  that  a  condensation  which  you  made  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  a  statement  of  principles.  It  is  to  be  found  in 
an  elaborate  resolution,  and  I  simply  picked  out  that  part  for  the 
purpose  of  presenting  it  concisely. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  wonder  how  a  purported  quotation  from  what 
Mr.  Eliot  said  about  this  matter  could  be  in  any  way  pertinent? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  gave  you  the  platform  as  it  was  carried  out,  the 
heading 

Senator  Walsh.  You  must  recognize  that  that  is  an  argument  in 
justification  of  your  organization  and  not  an  answer  to  the  question. 
You  said  that  you  desired  to  give  us  a  statement  of  the  principles^ 
and  in  addition  to  that  you  gave  us  the  quotation  Itotv  ^^  taSasctr 
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tion  by  Mr.  Eliot  commending  the  thing.  Try  to  avoid  that  here- 
after. 

Mr.  Emery.  Then  T  will  cut  it  short.  The  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association  of  America  endured  for  three  years.  It  seemed  to  be 
the  consensus  of  opinion  of  the  organizations  participating  in  it 
that  it  ought  to  concentrate  more  attention  among  the  organizations 
on  the  effort  being  made  through  legislation  to  put  the  principles 
of  the  closed  shop  onto  the  statute  books,  and  to  make  it  difficult  for 
those  who  undertook  to  run  an  open  shop  to  secure  protection  for 
themselves  and  their  workingmen  against  the  encroachments  of  or- 
ganized labor.  Because  of  a  common  belief  in  that  idea,  there  were 
a  number  of  organizations  that  met  for  the  purpose  of  forming  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Mr.  McCarter.  When  did  they  meet  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  was  not  the  original  name.  The  name  grew  out 
of  the  discussion;  but  the  many  leaders  of  industrial  organizations 
who  had  participated  in  and  had  been  officers  of  the  Citizens'  In- 
dustrial Association  and  had  taken  a  prominent  part  in  this  meeting, 
at  the  instigation  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  called  the  meeting  at  the 
Waldorf  Astoria  in  New  York  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  closer 
cooperation  than  seemed  to  be  afforded  through  the  Citizens'  In- 
dustrial Association,  in  a  council  or  conference  of  the  various  em- 
ployers' organizations  of  the  country. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time  was  Mr.  Van  Cleave  the  president  of 
the  Manufacturers'  Association? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  he  was;  at  the  time  of  the  first  meetijig. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  is  the  book  you  hold  in  your  hand? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  book  I  hold  in  my  hand  is  The  minutes  of  what 
is  called  the  *'  Meeting  of  national  trades  associations  at  the  Waldorf- 
Astoria,  New  York,  August  19,  1907." 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  an  association,  too? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  This  was  a  conference,  called  there  by  Mr. 
Van  Cleave. 

The  Chairman.  I  spoke  of  the  national  trades  associations.  Was 
that  a  separate  organization? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  merely  a  title  by  which  to  designate  the  con- 
ference there  held.  It  was  a  conference  of  trade  associations  national 
in  their  character. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  what  you  organized,  then? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  We  organized  the  council  out  of  this.  These 
are  the  minutes  of  the  first  meeting,  held  August  1?,  1907.  The 
stenographic  report  is  contained  here  in  full.  The  minutes  say 
that— 

The  meeting  was  called  to  order  by  Mr.  James  \V.  Van  Cleave,  president  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  14  national  organizations  were 
present  by  representation 

I  will  read  the  list,  if  you  desire.  It  shows  who  participated  in  that 
first  what  might  be  called  conference  meeting. 

Senator  Reed.  Please  give  us  the  names  of  those  men  who  were 
present,  representing  these  different  organizations,  as  shown  by  the 
minutes  of  the  meeting. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  National  Association  of  Employing  Lithogra- 
phers,  the  American  Cotton  Manufacturers'  Association 
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Senator  Reed.  Who  was  present  representing  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturing  Lithographers? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  names  of  the  men  follow  later;  if  you  will  let 
me  read,  first,  the  names  of  the  associations,  I  will  come  to  the  names 
of  the  individuals  later. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  each  organization  and 
each  representative. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  names  of  the  representatives  are  not  stated  at 
this  point. 

The  Chairman.  Give  the  names  of  the  associations,  then,  and 
afterwards  give  the  name  of  the  person  representing  each  of  these 
different  associations. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  associations  were  the  following: 

National  Association  of  Employing  Lithographers, 

American  Cotton  Manufacturers  Association, 

National  Association  of  Agricultural  Implement  and  Vehicle  Manufacturers, 

Merchant  Tailors  National  Protective  Association, 

National  Association  of  Master  Plumbers, 

American  Anti-Boycott  Association, 

National  Erectors  Association, 

Citizens  Industrial  Association  of  America, 

National  Association  of  Cotton  Manufacturers, 

National  Founders  Association, 

National  Wagon  Manufacturers  Association. 

Nation;!  1  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

National  Plow  Association, 

United  Typotheta?  of  America. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  think  it  is  worth  while,  unless  the  com- 
mittee desire  it,  to  go  through  in  detail  those  pages  or  remarks 
leading  up  to  the  organization  of  the  company.  We  will  offer  the 
book,  and  it  can  be  printed  or  not,  as  the  committee  desires. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  have  the  names  of  those  present 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes ;  the  actual  representatives  present 

The  Chairman.  Give  us  the  persons  who  were  tnere  representing 
these  different  associations. 

Mr.  McCarter.  See  if  you  can  find  them. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  see  that  book,  please.  [After  examination 
of  book.]     Do  these  minutes  show  who  were  there? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Seed.  Is  the  date  of  the  meeting  shown,  Senator? 

The  Chairman.  Yes.    This  reads: 

The  meeting  was  called  to  order  by  Mr.  James  W.  Van  Cleave. 

The  date  is  August  19,  1907.  I  see  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  name,  and 
Mr.  Schwedtman's  name. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  have  them  here. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Bead  the  names,  please,  and  state  what  you  are 
reading  from,  Mr.  Emery. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  reading  from  what  is  headed  as  the  minutes  of 
the  morning  session.  This  is  a  condensed  statement  of  the  entire 
proceedings.    It  says  the  following  organizations 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  taken  from  this  [indicating]  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  accompanies  that 

The  Chairman.  It  accompanies  this? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  this  whole  matter  here  constituted \2&r> tsssbl- 
utes  of  the  four  conferences.    That  [rei erring,  to  >&<*&.  <A  tssskoXr^  ^V 
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meeting  of  national  trades  associations  at  Waldorf-Astoria,  New 
York,  August  19?  1907],  together  with  these  minutes  [referring  to 
stenographer's  minutes]  of  the  four  conference  meetings,  held  Au- 
gust 19,  September  23,  and  October  28,  of  1907,  and  January  28  of 
1908,  out  or  which  conferences  the  council  was  organized,  and  these 
[referring  to  loose  leaves]  which  I  gave  you  there,  together  with 
these  minutes  here  [referring  to  other  loose  leaves]  constitute  the 
records  of  the  proceedings  of  these  conferences. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  I  asked  you  was,  who  was  present  at 
this  meeting? 

Senator  Reed.  And  what  organizations  each  of  them  represented? 

The  Chairman.  That  would  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  minutes  of  the  morning  session  here  state 

Senator  Walsh.  The  question  was  a  simple  and  direct  one.  Who 
were  there,  and  what  organizations  did  they  represent? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  tell  you  at  this  late  day.  I  can  read  from 
the  minutes  and  show  you  who  were  present. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  refresh  your  recollection  and  then  state 
who  was  represented.  For  instance,  the  Manufacturers'  Association, 
was  represented  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  Mr. 
Kirby? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  was  rep- 
resented by  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  Mr.  Charles  M.  Jarvis  of  New  Britain, 
Conn.,  and  Mr.  Francis  H.  Stillman  of  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  Were  they  there  at  this  meeting  held  by  the 
National  Trades  Associations?  There  were  four  meetings  held,  I 
understand?  I  am  speaking  of  this  meeting  of  the  national  trades 
associations.    Who  was  there? 

Mr.  Emery.  Will  you  let  me  have  that  book  [referring  to  book  of 
minutes  of  meeting],  and  I  can  then  answer  your  question  from  the 
book.  The  Senator  apparently  misunderstands  the  caption  at  the 
top,  "Meeting  of  national  trades  associations."  As  I  understand, 
this  conference  was  called  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  the  result  of  a 
resolution  passed  at  a  convention  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  in  May,  1907.  He  was  instructed,  and  stated  here 
in  his  own  statement—I  simply  put  it  in  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
information  as  quickly  as  possible  to  the  committee 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  permit  me  to  modify  the  last  question  and 
ask  you  direct:  Who  represented  the  Manufacturers'  Association 
at  this  meeting? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  have  answered;  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  Mr.  Jarvis  and 
Mr.  Stillman. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  "this  meeting."  You  say  there  were 
four  conferences.  I  asked  about  this  meeting  of  the  National 
Trades  Associations. 

Mr.  Emery.  This  is  the  first  of  the  four  conferences.  They  ad- 
journed each  day.  They  adjourned  from  this  time  to  the  next  one, 
and  then  from  that  time  to  the  next  one,  and  so  until  they  had  held 
four  conferences. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  a  continuous  conference? 

Mr.  Emery.  Certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  tell  me  who  was  present  representing  the 
American  Cotton  Manufacturers? 
Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  tell  except  \>^  t^ttyd^  to  W»»fc  minutes.   • 
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Senator  Walsh.  Look  at  the  papers  and  answer  the  question  if 
you  can.  You  can  refresh  your  recollection  by  looking  at  any  papers 
you  have. 

Mr.  Emery.  According  to  these  minutes  they  were  not  represented 
by  anyone  at  that  meeting.  I  see  here  that  the  chairman  read  a 
letter  indicating  that  the  National  Metal  Trades  Association  and  the 
American   Cotton  Manufacturers  were   in  thorough   harmony 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  not  the  question.  You  say  they  were  not 
represented.  Come  to  the  next  one,  the  National  Association  of 
Agricultural  Implement  &  Vehicle  Manufacturers.  Who  represented 
that  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  H.  E.  Miles,  William  H.  Parlin  and  Edwin  D.  Met- 
calf. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  the  Merchant  Tailors'  National  Pro- 
tective Association.     Who  represented  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  R.  Twyeffort.  Pardon  me,  there  are  some  more 
representatives  there.  Mr.  Forrest  Macnee  of  New  York;  and  Mr. 
E.  H.  Harris. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Harris  is  from? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  from  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Macnee  is  from  New  York?  And  Mr. 
Twyeffort  is  from  where? 

Mr.  Emery.  From  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Parlin  and  Mr.  Metcalf, 
who  represented  the  National  Association  of  Agricultural  Imple- 
ment and  Vehicle  Manufacturers,  resided  where? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Miles,  at  Racine,  Wis.  The  addresses  of  Mr. 
Parlin  and  Mr.  Metcalf  are  not  given,  but  I  think  I  can  say  that 
Mr.  Parlin  lives  in  Chicago  and  Mr.  Metcalf  lives  in  Auburn,  N.  Y., 
or  did  live  there  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  Now  we  come  to  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Master  Plumbers.    Who  represented  that  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  E.  Emmet  Crosby. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  is  he  from? 

Mr.  Emery.  From  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  else? 

Mr.  Emery.  T.  A.  Hill. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  was  he  from  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  says,  "  President,  New  York."  I  assume  it  meant 
he  was  president  of  the  association. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  else  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  we  will  take  the  American  Anti-Boycott  Asso- 
ciation.   Who  represented  that  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  F.  R.  Boocock. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  where  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  Anybody  else? 

Mr.  Emery.  Charles  H.  Merritt.  I  see  his  address  is  given  as 
New  York,  but  I  do  not  think  he  resides  there.  I  think  he  resides 
in  Danbury,  Conn. 

Senator  Reed.  Anybody  else  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  ,^ 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  the  National  TLractoT^  ksw^Nx^\',*x*> 
represented  itt 
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Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Walter  Drew. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  where? 

Mr.  Emery.  New  York. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  whether  these  people  lived  in 
New  York,  or  their  associations  or  offices  were  in  New  York? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  not  indicated  here.  I  know  that  in  most  cases, 
or  at  least  in  some  cases,  the  association  headquarters  were  in  New 
York.  That  is  so  in  the  case  of  the  Erectors'  Association  and  the 
Anti-Boycott  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Mr.  Drew  the  only  representative  of  the  Na- 
tional Erectors'  Association? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of 
America.    Who  represented  that  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  James  A.  Emery,  New  York;  John  Kirby,  jr.,  Dayton, 
Ohio;  George  B.  Hugo,  Boston,  Mass. 

Senator  Reed.  Anybody  else? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  the  National  Association  of  Cotton 
Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  There  are  no  names  on  the  list  here  of  men  represent- 
ing the  National  Association  of  Cotton  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  It  had  no  representatives  there? 

Mr.  Emery.  Apparently  not. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  the  National  Founders'  Association. 
Who  represented  that  organization? 

Mr.  Emery.  Thomas  E.  Durban. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  did  he  live? 

Mr.  Emery.  His  residence  is  not  given  here,  but  I  know  he  lives 
in  Erie,  Pa. 

Senator  Reed.  Anybodv  else? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  Henry  A.  Carpenter,  Providence,  R.  I.,  and 
O.  P.  Briggs,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  I  am  not  sure  whether  Mr.  Briggs 
was  from  Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul ;  I  know  he  lives  in  one  city  or  the 
other,  but  I  am  not  sure  which. 

Senator  Reed.  Anybody  else? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  the  National  Wagon  Manufacturers' 
Association. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  find  here  any  list  of  delegates  from  there. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  gave  you  those  names. 

Senator  Reed.  I  believe  we  got  those  out  of  their  order. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  give  you  the  addresses,  however. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  know  the  addresses  from  the  correspond- 
ence, with  the  exception  of  that  of  one  man.  The  next  is  the  Na- 
tional Plow  Association.     Who  represented  that  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  find  here  any  names  of  persons  representing 
that  association. 

Senator  Rsed.  The  next  is  the  United  Typothetae  of  America. 
Who  represented  them  ? 
Mr.  Emery.  John  Macintyre,  of  New  York,  and  George  H.  Ellis, 
of  Boston. 
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Senator  Cummins.  If  that  completes  the  list  of  these  associations, 
I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  have  reached  the  time  when, 
under  our  former  order,  we  should  adjourn.  At  least,  I  feel  com- 
pelled to  be  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Senator  Reed.  Might  I  ask  a  question  or  two  right  here?  It  will 
not  take  me  more  than  a  moment.  The  National  Manufacturers'  As- 
sociation was  there  represented  and  directed  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  Mr. 
Jarvis,  and  Mr.  Stillman.  The  American  Cotton  Manufacturers  had 
no  representation.  The  National  Association  of  Agricultural  Imple- 
ment and  Vehicle  Manufacturers  was  represented  by  Mr.  Miles. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me;  I  do  not  want  to  seem  to  assent  to  the  in- 
quiry with  respect  to  those  associations  not  being  represented.  The 
minutes  are  the  best  evidence  as  to  whether  any  of  tnese  gentlemen, 
whose  names  I  have  given  as  being  present  and  representing  certain 
associations,  also  represented  other  organizations  than  those  named. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  have  stated  that  so  far  as  the  minutes  show 
these  organizations,  certain  organizations  had  no  representation. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  minutes  are  full,  and  they  will  snow  as  to  that. 
When  I  answered,  I  was  referring  to  a  condensed  statement  of  the 
meeting. 

Senator  Reed.  Going  back  to  my  question,  the  Manufacturers'  As- 
sociation was  represented  by  Mr.  Jarvis,  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  Mr. 
Stillman.  They  remained  for  a  long  time  members  of  the  Manufac- 
turers' Association,  and  took  some  active  part? 

Mr.  Emery.  Two  of  them  were  members  up  to  the  time  of  their 
death. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Miles,  who  represented  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Agricultural  Implement  and  Vehicle  Manufacturers,  was 
also  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  was  he 
not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Parlin  was  a  member  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  How  about  Mr.  Metcalf  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  answer  that,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  vou  if  as  a  matter  of  fact  he  was  not  a 
member? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say,  Senator.  I  think  he  was,  but  I  am 
not  able  to  state. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Twyeffort  was  at  this  time  a  member  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  was  he  not?  I  am  referring 
row  to  one  of  the  representatives  of  the  Merchant  Tailors'  National 
Protective  Association. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  R.  Twyeffort,  of  that  association,  was  a  member  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  not  that  Merchant  Tailors'  National  Protective 
Association  at  this  very  time  a  member,  as  an  association,  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  not. 

Senator  Reed.  You  are  sure  of  that? 
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Mr.  Emery.  Absolutely.  The  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers never  had  an  association  in  its  membership. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  It  had  a  great  many  concerns,  firms  and 
corporations  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  individuals  and  firms. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  not  Mr.  Macnee  a  member  of  the  National  As- 
sociation of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  he  was  not. 

Senator  Reed.  How  about  Mr.  Harris! 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Coming  to  the  National  Association  of  Master 
Plumbers,  was  E.  Emmet  Crosby  a  member  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Are  you  pretty  clear  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge.  Of  course  I  am  not  an 
authority  on  the  question  of  who  was  a  member  of  the  association 
at  that  time.     They  had  thousands  of  members. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  afterward,  to  your  knowledge,  a  member 
of  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  was. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  T.  A.  Hill  a  member  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  identify  Mr.  Hill  as  an  individual. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  T.  A.  Hill  of  the  plumbers'  association,  resid- 
ing in  New  York,  according  to  the  minutes.  You  can  not  place  him 
in  your  recollection? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  place  him  only  by  this  reference  here.  I  see 
that  he  is  called  "  executive  clerk." 

Senator  Reed.  The  American  Anti-Boycott  Association  was  repre- 
sented by  F.  R.  Boocock,  of  New  York.  Was  he  a  member  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  How  about  Charles  H.  Merritt? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say. 

Senator  Reed.  Take  the  National  Erectors'  Association,  repre- 
sented by  Mr.  Walter  Drew ;  was  he  a  member  of  the  manufactured 
association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  ever? 

Mr.  Emery.  Never. 

Senator  Reed.  Nor  the  concern  with  which  he  was  connected? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  As  I  say,  Senator,  there  are  no  associations 
in  the  membership  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  the  business  concern  of  which  Walter  Drew 
was  a  member,  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers ? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  is  a  lawyer.     He  is  not  a  manufacturer. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of 
America ;  James  A.  Emery  of  New  York.    At  that  time  you  were 
not   connected   with   the   National   Association   of  Manufacturers. 
How  about  Mr.  Kirbv? 
Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Earby  was  a  member. 
*knator  Reed.  And  Mr.  George  B.  "Rxvgo\ 
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Mr.  Emery.  No,  he  was  not. 

Senator  Reed.  But  Kirby  was  a  member? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  National  Association  of  Cotton  Manufacturers ; 
you  have  given  no  representative  of  that 

The  National  Founders'  Association ;  Thomas  E.  Durban.  Was  he 
a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Henry  A.  Carpenter,  or  the  firm  of  which  he 
was  a  member,  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  identify  Mr.  Carpenter. 

Senator  Reed.  How  about  O.  P.  Briggs? 

Mr.  Emery.  Briggs  is  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  not  the  firm  of  which  he  was  a  member,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  jgive  you  my  impression.  I  can  do  no  better.  I  do 
not  think  Mr.  Briggs  was  at  that  time  in  any  business.  He  may  have 
been. 

Senator  Reed.  The  National  Wagon  Manufacturers'  Association 
was  not  represented. 

The  National  Plow  Association  was  not  represented. 

Was  the  United  Typothetse  a  member,  or  was  this  man  Mr.  Mac- 
intyre  a  member,  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  How  about  Mr.  Ellis? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  We  are  now  going  to  adjourn.  I  would  thank  you 
if  you  would  take  a  list  showing  the  members  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  at  that  time,  which  I  suppose  was  printed, 
and  find  out  how  many  of  these  men  whose  names  you  have  given 
were  actually  either  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers, or  members  of  partnerships  or  corporations  which  were 
members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  make  up 
a  list  of  them,  so  that  we  may  have  it 

(At  12.05  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until  Thursday, 
August  7,  1913,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 


THURSDAY,  AUGUST  7,  1913. 

• 

Subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
The  subcommittee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
Cummins. 

TESTIMONY  OF  JAMES  A.  EMERY— Resumed. 

Mr.  McCaktee.  Before  the  adjournment  yesterday,  you  were 
asked  by  Senator  Reed  to  go  through  the  names  of  the  gentlemen 
who  attended  the  meetings  of  the  council  in  New  York 

Mr.  Emery.  The  first  meeting. 
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Mr.  McCarteb.  Yes,  the  first  meeting.  You  were  asked  by  Sen- 
ator Reed  to  go  through  the  names  of  those  gentlemen  and  ascer- 
tain which  of  them  were,  or  were  members  of  business  concerns  that 
were,  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  Are 
you  able  to  answer  that  question  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarteb.  Please  go  through  the  list  and  tell  us  from  the 
list  which  were  members  of  the  association  or  were  members  of  firms 
or  business  concerns  who  were  members  of  the  association. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  caused  inquiry  to  be  made  of  the  records,  and  I  will 
answer  the  question  in  the  order  in  which  the  names  appear  on 
that  list. 

The  National  Association  of  Employing  Lithographers:  Robert 
M.  Donaldson,  member  of  the  American  Lithographic  Co,  which 
was  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Joseph  R.  Bien.  There  is  no  record  of  his  membership,  but  there 
is  a  record  of  the  membership  of  Julius  Bien  &  Co.,  New  York  City. 
He  may  be  a  member  of  that  firm.  I  can  not  answer  that  with  posi- 
tiveness. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  there  is  no  record  of  his  membership. 
Do  you  mean  no  record  of  membership  in  the  Manufacturers'  Asso- 
ciation ? 

Mr.  Emeby.  Yes,  sir.  Abo  Walter  Clothier,  not  a  member  of 
the  association. 

National  Erectors'  Association;  Walter  Drew,  not  a  member  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

American  Anti-Boycott  Association;  F.  R.  Boocock,  not  a  member 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

C.  II.  Merritt,  of  the  firm  of  C.  H.  Merritt  &  Son,  Danbury,  Conn., 
was  then  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
and  left  the  association  in  December,  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  a  member  then  ? 

Mr.  Emeby.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  May  I  interject  here,  although  I  do  not  want  to 
interrupt  your  answer 

Mr.  Emeby.  Certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  Walter  Drew  did  afterwards  become  a  member  of 
the  association,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Emeby.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  a  member  in  1910,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Emeby.  No,  sir;  that  is,  giving  you  my  knowledge.  I  can 
not  speak  from  the  record,  but  I  have  a  very  positive  opinion  on  the 
subject. 

Senator  Reed.  While  I  am  on  that,  let  me  refresh  your  recollec- 
tion. According  to  my  information,  which  may  possibly  be  inaccu- 
rate, he  was  a  member  of  a  committee  at  one  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation meetings  in  1910. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  may  be.  He  may  have  been  a  member  of  a 
committee  on  some  subject  upon  which  he  had  special  information. 
Sometimes  the  association  availed  themselves  of  the  services  of  non- 
members,  who  might  be  guests,  or  otherwise;  but  I  am  positive  that 
he  was  not  and  is  not  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. 
Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 
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Mr.  Emery.  The  next  is  the  National  Association  of  Master  Plumb- 
ers; E.  Emmet  Crosbv,  not  a  member  of  the  national  association. 
T.  A.  Hill,  not  a  member  of  the  association. 

The  next  is  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America:  James 
A.  Emery,  New  York,  not  a  member.  John  Kirby,  jr.,  Dayton, 
Ohio,  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers;  en- 
rolled November  24,  1902.  George  B.  Hugo,  Boston,  Mass.,  not  a 
member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

The  next  is  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  Of  course 
all  those  whose  names  are  here  are  members  of  the  national  associa- 
tion. I  have  the  entire  list  here,  and  I  can  read  it  if  you  desire  me 
to  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  Mr.  Charles  M.  Jarvis  and 
Mr.  Francis  H.  Stillman  are  the  names  given. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  They  were  all  members  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  of  course. 

The  next  is  the  National  Founders'  Association;  Thomas  E.  Dur- 
ban, Erie  City  Iron  Works,  Erie,  Pa.  He  was  enrolled  as  a  member 
in  1903.  The  next  is  Henry  A.  Carpenter.  That  is  the  only  name 
about  which  I  am  in  doubt.  He  was  not  a  member  at  that  time.  If 
there  is  a  later  list  it  is  in  the  possession  of  the  committee,  but  there 
is  no  record  of  his  membership  in  the  association.  O.  P.  Briggs,  not 
a  member  of  the  association. 

The  next  is  the  United  Typothetae  of  America. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  on  the  list  I  have  is  the  Merchant  Tailors' 
National  Protective  Association.  You  said  you  wanted  to  follow 
this  list. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  I  will  follow  that  list.  R.  Twyeffort,  New 
York,  not  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers; 
Forest  Macnee,  New  York,  not  a  member  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  j  E.  H.  Harris,  New  York,  not  a  member  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  When  I  say  not  a  member, 
I  mean  neither  was  at  that  time,  nor  has  been  since.  If  a  man  was 
then  a  member  and  has  resigned,  or  was  not  then  and  has  since  be- 
oome  a  member,  I  will  so  specify,  so  far  as  the  record  discloses. 

The  next  is  the  United  Typothetse  of  America;  John  Macintyre, 
of  New  York,  not  a  member;  George  H.  Ellis,  Boston,  Mass.,  not  a 
member  at  that  time.  Whether  his  firm  afterwards  became  a  mem- 
ber or  not,  I  can  not  tell,  a^  there  is  no  record  here. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  the  National  Association  of  Implement 
&  Vehicle  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir.  H.  E.  Miles,  Racine-Sat  tley  Co.,  Racine, 
Wis.,  a  member  of  the  association;  William  H.  Parlin,  of  Parlin 
&  Orendorff  Co.,  Canton,  111.,  a  member  of  the  association;  Edwin 
D.  Metcalf,  of  the  International  Harvester  Co.,  Chicago,  111.,  and  also 
representing  the  Columbian  Rope  Co.,  of  Auburn,  N.  Y.,  a  member 
then  and  now. 

That  completes  the  list. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  have  stated  that  at  the  first  gathering,  some 
14  different  representatives  were  either  there  in  person  or  by  proxy, 
as  I  understood  your  evidence.  At  one  of  the  adjourned  meetings 
following  shortly  thereafter,  did  any  more  appear  than  those  you 
named  yesterday  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  Please  give  their  names,  and  state  whom  they 
represented,  and  whether  they  or  the  firms  or  companies  they 
represented  were  members  of  the  association. 

Senator  Reed.  What  date  are  you  referring  to  now? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  referring  to  the  subsequent  conferences,  four  in 
number,  in  which  the  council  was  organized. 

Senator  Reed.  During  that  same  session  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Not  the  same  session,  no,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  some  months  intervene,  or  simply  days  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  the  same  conference,  and  they  had  three  or 
four  sessions. 

The  Chairman.  Let  us  see  how  that  is. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  give  you  the  dates. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Give  the  dates. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  first  conference  was  held  August  19,  1907;  the 
second  conference  was  held  September  23,  1907;  the  third  conference 
was  October  28/1907;  and  the  fourth  conference  was  January  28, 
1908. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  that  little  book  that  you  had  here  yes- 
terday in  reference  to  the  first  meeting  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  see  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  At  which  of  those  subsequent  conferences — Sep- 
tember 23,  October  28,  or  January  28,  1908 — was  it  that  more  gentle- 
men appeared  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Other  associations  and  other  individuals  appeared  at 
the  three  following  conferences.  The  records  show  at  what  confer- 
ences they  appeared  and  what  they  represented,  but  I  have  made  a 
brief  memorandum  from  the  record,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  simply 
the  different  persons  who  participated  in  tne  adjourned  conferences, 
and  what  they  represented.  I  can  give  them  to  the  committee.  C.  W. 
Post,  Citizens*  Industrial  Association 

Senator  Nelson.  At  which  conference  was  he  present — the  next 
one  ?     Take  the  conferences  in  their  order,  if  you  can. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Take  the  conference  of  September  23.  Did  any 
new  ones  appear  there  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  on  September  23  there  appeared  Mr.  M.  H. 
Barker  and  Mr.  William  H.  Piahler,  representing  tne  National  Metal 
Trades  Association. 

The  Chairman.  Were  there  present  at  that  conference  all  the  per- 
sons who  were  at  the  first  conference  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Substantially  all.  There  may  have  been  some  indi- 
viduals absent,  but  according  to  my  best  recollection  and  according 
to  the  record  the  associations  were  all  represented. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  either  of  those  gentlemen  you  have  just 
named,  as  having  appeared  for  the  first  time  at  the  meeting  of  Septem- 
ber 23,  a  member  ot  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Were  the  business  concerns  which  they  repre- 
sented members  of  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Thev  were  not. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Go  on.     On  October  28  were  there  any  new  ap- 
pearanccs  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  On  October  2S  appeared  C.  B.  Carter  representing 
the  Xntioniil  Association  of  Hosiery  liawrt^cXwcw,  k^MsClintock, 
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of  the  National  Founders'  Association,  and  C.  U.  Asbury  and  F.  D. 
Mitchell  representing  the  American  Hardware  Manufacturers' 
Association. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  any  one  of  then  a  member  of  the  association, 
or  were  the  enterprises  they  represented  members  of  the  association  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  You  mean  the  Manufacturers'  Association  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes;  I  am  using  the  word  "association"  to  mean 
the  Manufacturers'  Association. 

Mr.  Emery.  C.  B.  Carter  was  not.  A.  E.  McClintock  was  not. 
Harvey  A.  Patterson  was  not.  F.  D.  Mitchell  was  not.  C.  U.  Asbury 
was  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  I  can 
not  say  whether  he  was  at  that  time.  lie  was  a  member  of  the  Asso- 
ciation of  National  Manufacturers  for  a  time,  but  whether  he  was 
at  that  time  1  do  not  know.  I  know  he  is  not  a  member  now.  I  can 
not  say  with  certainty  whether  he  was  then  a  member  or  not. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Does  that  include  all  the  acquisitions  in  the  October 
meeting,  Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  On  January  2S,  19  8,  there  appears  to  have  been 
another  gathering — a  further  adjourned  meeting.  Were  there  any 
further  acquisitions  at  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  there  appear  C.  W.  Post  and  Henry  A. 
Carpenter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  that  Henry  A.  Carpenter  the  same  one  we  had 
on  the  original  list?     If  so,  you  had  better  omit  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  that  where  Mr.  Post  first  appears  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  He  was  a  member  of  the  association,  I  imagine  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  he  was. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  includes  all  the  acquisitions? 

Mr.  Emery.  All  the  individual  acquisitions,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  were  present  at  these  gatherings,  were  you 
not,  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  present  at  three,  at  least.  There  may  have  been 
one  at  which  I  was  not  present. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Senator  Reed,  do  you  want  to  pursue  any  further 
questions  about  those  individuals  ?  If  not,  I  was  going  into  another 
subject. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  mean  to  interrupt. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  inquire  what  is  meant  by  "Craft 
Associations,"  as  referred  to  in  these  minutes.  I  see  a  reference  in 
the  minutes  to  " Craft  Associations."     It  roads: 

The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  the  American  Antiboycott  Association,  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  I  do  not  know  but  what  you  are  involved 
in  it  and  quite  a  number,  spent  a  lot  of  money  in  going  on  there  as  craft  associations. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  the  chairman  addressing  the  meeting) 
The  Chairman.  Yes.    This  says: 

At  the  last  session  of  Congress  and  for  the  last  three,  four  and  five  years,  there  have 
been  two  bills  in  Congress,  the  labor  bill,  the  anti-injunction  bill,  and  the  eight-hour 
bill,  as  well  as  other  labor  legislation.  Now.  the  Citizens1  Industrial  Association,  the 
American  Anti-Boycott  Association,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
and  I  do  not  know  but  what  you  are  involved  in  it  and  quite  a  number,  spent  a  lot  of 
money  in  going  on  there  as  craft  associations. 

What  is  meant  by  that  f 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  assume  that  term  was  being  used  to  distinguish 
the  organizations  of  particular  industries,  like  the  hosiery  manu- 
facturers or  the  Founders,  Association,  or  some  such  organization, 
from  those  of  a  general  character,  in  whose  membership  we:e  included 
all  kinds  of  manufacturers  or  all  kinds  of  industries. 

The  Chairman.  It  says  further: 

Now  this  movement  contemplates  in  such  a  condition  that  we  establish  a  proper 
bureau,  with  proper  strength  and  with  sufficient  money  to  reach  out  into  States, 
if  you  please,  in  order  to  get  behind  any  proposition  affecting  us. 

And  so  on.  Do  you  suppose  " craft  associations"  means  other 
associations  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Without  reading  the  whole  matter  over,  I  would  not 
be  aole  to  answer  intelligently,  but  I  assume  that  the  distinction 
indicated  is  between  associations  organized  in  a  particular  craft 
like  that  of  the  hosiery  manufacturers,  or  the  cotton  manufacturers,  or 
the  machine  tool  builders,  or  the  foundrymen,  and  organizations  of  a 
general  nature  like  that  of  the  metal  trades,  or  the  Manufacturers' 
Association,  or  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  about  those  craft  associations 
spending  a  lot  of  money  in  Congress  to  defeat  these  bills  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  let  me  read  that,  I  will  see  if  I  can  identify 
it. 

The  Chairman.  These  are  the  minutes  of  the  first  meeting? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  as  I  understand  it. 

The  Chairman.  Were  these  copies  prepared  "for  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  No,  sir;  those  are  what  we  have  as  the  minutes 
of  that  meeting,  just  as  they  have  been  handed  to  us.  They  have 
not  been  disturbed. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  know  but  they  had  been  prepared  and 
handed  to  us. 

Mr.  McCarter.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  explain  about  their  spending  a  great  deal 
of  money  here  to  defeat  these  bills  ?  I  want  to  Know  what  that  ex- 
pression means 

Mr.  Emery.  That  unquestionably  means  that  they  were  engaged, 
during  the  time  that  these  bills  were  pending,  in  bringing  different 
manufacturers  and  business  men  down  here  to  appear  before  com- 
mittees, in  circulating  literature,  and  in  engaging  in  a  publicity 
campaign. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  chairman  wishes  to  know,  what  are  craft 
associations. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  expression  means  to  me  nothing  beyond  the 
explanation  I  give  you.  I  never  heard  of  an  organization  by  the 
name  of  "  Craft  Association.'* 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  generic  term,  not  a  name  ?  Was  it  a  mere 
descriptive  term,  employed  to  cover  various  crafts  and  occupations 
which  were  aggregating  themselves  together  to  a  greater  or  less  extent 
in  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  what  I  assume  it  was.  I  see  it  is  printed  here 
in  capital  letters. 

Senator  Reed.  It  would  seem,  then,  that  these  minutes  would  indi- 
cate that  these  same  gentlemen  had  been  engaged  in  some  kind  of  a 
legislative  enterprise,  and  they  refer  to  themselves  as  a  craft  associa- 
tion. They  might  have  employed  i\ifc  tenxi  "Association  of  our 
cr**+°  "  «»mplyaescribing  themselves,    la  ^«&  l«\a  S&&&  <&\fcA 
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Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  As  I  undertook  to  explain  yesterday,  these 
organizations  have  been  active,  each  in  its  own  field,  and  these  meet- 
ings were  held  for  the  purpose  of  securing  cooperation  of  all  organiza- 
tions which  had  been  acting  independently. 

Senator  Walsh.  Bift  that  term  clearly  implies  that  prior  to  that 
time  there  had  been  some  sort  of  an  organization,  loose  or  otherwise — 
at  least  organization  enough  so  that  it  could  handle  money — down 
here  in  Washington,  engaged  in  an  effort  to  influence  legislation. 
You  do  not  know  what  land  of  an  association  is  referred  to? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  pretty  well  informed  on  all  these  organizations, 
Senator.  Of  course  that  sentence  is  simply  detached  out  of  a  run- 
ning debate;  but  I  know  that  there  was  no  such  organization  in 
existence,  and  I  know  that  each  of  the  individual  organizations 
named  there  had  been  engaged  in  an  effort  to  oppose  legislation  of 
the  kind  described  there. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  understand  that  a  number  of  those  organiza-* 
tions  did  not  associate  together,  but  acting  individually,  had  been  down, 
here  at  Washington  through  individual  representatives. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  in  that  connection  had  expended  money,, 
and  that  is  what  is  meant. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes:  had  participated,  represented  by  counsel  or 
otherwise. 

Senator  Walsh.  Have  you  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  letter  which  gave 
rise  to  this  New  York  meeting  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Before  we  pass  from  these  meetings,  in  order  that 
it  may  be  plain  in  the  record  what  we  are  speaking  about,  I  should 
like  to  put  in  just  what  the  minutes  have  to  say  about  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Had  you  not  better  put  in  all  the  minutes? 

Senator  Reed.  Perhaps. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  several  speeches  in  there. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  would  be  too  much. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  mean  outside  of  the  speeches,  the  record  of  the 
other  proceedings. 

Senator  Reed.  Possibly;  but  in  regard  to  the  matter  we  are  exam-* 
ining  about,  I  think  it  throws  light  upon  it,  and  I  am  going  to  read, 
a  little  of  the  text,  so  that  it  will  appear  fairly: 

The  Chairman.  Answering  Mr.  Parlin  briefly:  You  say  that  vou  do  not  see  how  we* 
could  do  any  more  than  we  are  doing  now.  Now,  Mr.  Parlin,  let  me  give  you  a  very 
little  light  in  this  way.  At  the  last  session  of  Congress  and  for  the  last  three,  four  and 
^\e  years,  there  have  been  two  bills  in  Congress,  the  labor  bill,  the  anti-injunction  bill,, 
and  the  eight-hour  bill,  as  well  as  other  labor  legislation.  Now,  the  Citizens  Industrial 
Association,  the  American  Anti-Boycott  Association,  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  and  I  do  not  know  but  what  you  are  involved  in  it  and  quite  a  number*, 
spent  a  lot  of  money  in  going  on  there  as  craft  associations.  Now  this  movement  con- 
templates in  such  a  condition  that  we  establish  a  proper  bureau,  with  proper  strength 
and  with  sufficient  money  to  reach  out  into  States,  if  you  please,  in  order  to  get  behind 
any  proposition  affecting  us.  Now,  by  way  of  illustration,  the  founders  association 
mav  oe  interested  in  a  question  and  have  a  representative  to  look  after  their  interests. 
Well,  when  we  consider  this  great  country,  we  see  that  the  founders  represent  but  a. 
small  part  of  it,  whereas  when  we  go  there  with  all  these  organizations  behind  the- 
proposition,  willing,  on  the  spot,  to  show  its  strength  and  its  teeth,  if  necessary,  there 
is  where  our  power  is  increased.  Now,  if  that  is  true  there,  then  the  same  idea  is  true, 
all  up  and  down  the  line. 

Then  there  are  more  of  the  speeches,  but  I  think  that  shows  what 
is  meant  by  "craft  associations." 
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Senator  Nelson.  I  think  the  explanation  of  the  witness  tallies 
with  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  it  does  not,  but  I  think 
that  the  record  makes  it  very  clear. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Emery,  have  you  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  letter? 

Mr.  Emery.  You  refer  to  a  letter  calling  this  conference  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes,  which  was  the  call  for  this  conference. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  I  have  not  got  it  here,  it  will  be  in  Mr.  Schwedtman's 
papers. 

Senator  Walsh.  Never  mind;  you  will  find  it  later? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  we  can  find  it,  without  question. 

Senator  Reed.  What  have  you  there  ?    The  early  correspondence? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  have  here  a  scrapbook  containing  the  circu- 
lar letters  on  the  subject  that  were  sent  out,  and  from  time  to  time 
on  matters  relating  to  the  legislative  activities  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  and  of  the  National  Council,  and  it  shows  the 
character  of  the  activity,  and  the  things  to  which  it  was  directed. 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  not  take  this  date,  August  19,  and  find 
that  letter? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  precedes  it  very  considerably. 

Senator  Reed.  It  precedes  it  some  time  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  better  make  the  search  at  some  other 
time. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  see  here  one  letter  with  reference  to  it,  but  it  is  not 
the  one  that  you  want. 

Senator  Cummins.  Is  it  admitted  all  around  that  this  association 
and  those  associations  which  preceded  it  were  organized,  among  other 
things,  to  influence  legislation ?    Everybody  understands  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  not  necessary  to 
go  into  it  more  in  detail. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Senator  has  in  his  hand  a  marker 

Senator  Cummins.  Then  the  only  question  is  whether  that  is  a 
legitimate  purpose  for  an  association,  and  whether  what  was  done 
to  carry  out  that  purpose  was  done  in  a  legitimate  way. 

Senator  Reed.  Sometimes,  however,  when  you  get  the  record,  you 
will  find  that  its  purposes  were  not  as  broad  as  you  assumed,  or  they 
may  have  been  much  broader. 

Senator  Cummins.  As  far  as  we  are  concerned  they  could  not 
be  broader  than  "to  influence  legislation/ '  both  in  determining  who 
shall  compose  the  legislative  body,  and  what  the  legislative  body 
shall  do  after  it  is  composed. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  try  to  make  some  progress. 

Senator  Cummins.  Let  us  try  to  get  along. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Were  you  going  to  refer  to  something,  Mr.  Emeiy  ! 

Mr.  Emery.  I  notice  that  m  the  course  of  the  discussion  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  called  attention  to,  and  read  to  them,  an  article  from  the  New 
York  Herald  of  that  date,  in  which  he  had  been  interviewed  as  to  the 
purpose  of  this  meeting,  making  a  statement  of  what  the  purpose 
was.     It  is  very  short,  and  if  I  may  just  call  attention  to  it— — 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  care  to  near  that. 
Mr.  Emery.  All  right,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  His  letter  w3V  lediVs  &ac\&*%  the  purpose. 
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Mr.  McCar'ter.  We  will  try  to  find  that.  Mr.  Emery,  was  any- 
body elected  chairman  of  this  council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  anybody  elected  secretary,  or  were  two 
secretaries  elected  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  Mr.  Lewis. 

Senator  Reed.  At  which  meeting  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  first  meeting. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  New  York  meeting. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  Mr.  Schwedtman  at  that  time  a  member  of 
the  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  not. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  know  when  he  first  became  a  member  of 
the  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  it  was  after  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  death. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  was  in  what  year  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  in 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  1910,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  May,  1910. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  say  that  Mr.  Schwedtman  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  association  until  after  Mr.  Van  Cleave  died  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  he  secretary  to  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Secretary  to  the  president. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was,  however,  secretary  to  the  president  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  the  association? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  merely  secretary  to  the  president  from  the 
time  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave' s  election  to  the  presidency  until  the  conclu- 
sion of  his  term;  and  he  was  also  secretary  to  the  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association  of  St.  Louis. 

Mr.  McCarter.  These  meetings,  as  I  understand  it,  occurred  the 
latter  part  of  1907  and  the  early  part  of  1908.  Did  you  continue  to 
act  as  secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America, 
located  in  New  York,  after  this  meeting? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  from  time  to  time  did  you  come  to  Washing- 
ton for  certain  purposes,  before  you  finally  located  here? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  On  whose  behalf? 

Mr.  Emery.  On  behalf  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of 
America  and  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  think  it  is  worth  while  to  bother  much 
about  that  particular  period?  When  did  you  finally  close  your 
arrangements  with  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  and 
move  to  Washington,  and  open  headquarters  here  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Permanently,  just  prior  to  the  latter  part  of  October, 
1908. 

Senator  Walsh.  Permit  me  to  suggest  that  we  started  out  to  find 
out  about  the  organization  of  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  and 
we  seem  to  have  got  away  from  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  it  appears  in  that  record  itksA*  \N*<a  was*- 
lutions  were  adopted.     Will  you  IdndVy  read  Vtao^fc  TeasStoJaaxi&X 
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Mr.  Emery.  Several  were  adopted,  sir.  At  each  meeting  they 
adopted  resolutions  expressing  the  opinion  of  delegates  at  that  time 
on  matters  before  them. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  care  to  go  into  all  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  a  new  organization  grow  out  of  these  con- 
ferences ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  what  was  its  name  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense.  It  was 
at  first  called  "the  council. " 

Senator  Cummins.  When  was  it  organized  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  organized  at  these  meetings. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  finally  organized  at  the  last  meeting. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  a  resolution  covering  that  point  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Read  that.  We  want  to  see  under  what  reso- 
lution they  were  organized. 

Mr.  Emery.  Permit  me  a  word  of  explanation.  Senator.  While  the 
final  resolution  expresses  the  organization  at  tnat  time,  resolutions 
were  adopted  in  the  preceding  meetings,  each  of  which  was  a  step 
toward  that  final  movement. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  the  resolutions  long? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir,  the  final  one  is  verv  short.  This  was  January 
28,  1908: 

Resolution  No.  1,  providing  for  moral  cooperation  only. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  interests  of  the  employers  in 
legislative  matters  at  Washington  demand  that  efforts  in  their  behalf  should  be  as 
thoroughly  centralized  as  possible,  and  that  the  chairman  be  instructed  to  endeavor 
to  secure  the  moral  cooperation  of,  and  the  right  to  represent,  as  large  a  percentage  at 
possible  of  the  employers'  organizations  of  the  country  irrespective  of  money  con- 
tributions. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  all  ? 
Mr.  Emery.  The  second  is: 

Resolution  No.  2,  providing  for  moral  and  financial  cooperation. 

Whereas,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  the  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association  have  each  agreed  to  contribute  for  the  prevention  of  the  passage  of  in- 
jurious class  legislation  the  sum  of  $500  per  month  for  one  year,  be  it, 

Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  this  meeting  that  all  other  national  associations  of 
employers  be  requested  to  contribute  the  sum  of  $50  per  month  each  for  a  like  purpose 
and  time,  the  same  to  be  paid  to  the  chairman  of  this  conference  and  disbursed  under 
his  approval. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  the  chairman  of  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  all? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  preceding  resolutions  refer — I  had  better  read 
them  and  let  them  speak  for  themselves. 

Senator  Cummins.  Are  these  the  resolutions  that  organized  the 
council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  final  resolution  is  the  one. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  that  is  all  the  organization  the  council  ever 
had  1 
Mr.  Emery.  What  is  expressed  in  those  four  resolutions,  and  in  the 
correspondence  which  followed. 
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Senator  Reed.  If  they  are  not  longer  than  the  ones  you  have  read, 
let  us  have  the  four  resolutions  and  put  them  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Emery.  They  are  longer  than  tliat. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  them  be  filed. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  them  all  go  in  in  their  order,  the  four  resolu- 
tions of  these  four  meetings. 

The  resolutions  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

August  19,  1907. 

Whereas,  we  the  undersigned  representatives  of  industrial  organizations  are  deeply 
impressed  with  the  necessity  of  closer  and  more  intelligent  cooperation  for  the  purpose 
of  exchanging  information  of  reciprocal  benefit,  protecting  our  common  interests  and 
avoiding  further  reduplication  of  expense  and  effort,  Be  it  resolved  that,  ^ 

We  individully  approve  of  and  will  recommend  to  our  respective  organizations  the 
establishment  of  a  central  or  council  consisting  of  one  representative,  or  his  proxy, 
from  each  of  our  organizations  and  such  other  organizations  as  the  committee  may 
hereafter  approve  by  a  two-thirds  vote.  The  functions  of  this  committee  shall  be 
limited  to  consideration  of  and  action  upon  all  questions  arising  from  the  relations 
between  employers  and  employees. 

Said  council  shall  have  power: 

1.  To  establish  and  maintain  a  legislative  bureau. 

2.  To  establish  and  maintain  a  legal  bureau. 

3.  To  establish  and  maintain  a  bureau  of  publicity  and  education. 

The  council  shall  have  power  to  form  its  own  organization  and  to  disburse  such 
moneys  as  come  to  it  from  proper  channels.  It  shall  incur  no  indebtedness  except 
as  funds  have  been  previously  provided  for  the  same. 

It  is  understood  that  no  organization  shall  be  holden  for  any  moneys  except  as 
especially  pledged  by  its  representatives. 

The  first  meeting  of  this  council  shall  be  upon  call  of  the  chairman  of  this  meeting. 

October  28,  1907. 

Whereas,  this  conference  is  convinced  that  some  cooperative  action  should  be  taken 
on  the  part  of  Association  of  Manufacturers  to  keep  themselves  well  informed  and 
ready  for  prompt  action  where  legislation  is  threatened  contrary  to  their  best  interests, 
or  where  legislation  to  their  interests  needs  support,  and 

Whereas,  the  Citizens  Industrial  Association  have  in  mind  the  establishment  of  a 
bureau  in  Washington  for  the  purpose  of  closely  watching  such  legislation,  therefore 

Be  it  resolved ',  That  a  committee,  consisting  of  the  chairman  of  this  conference  with 
two  additional  members,  to  be  elected  by  the  conference,  is  hereby  authorized  to 
negotiate  witli  the  officers  of  the  Citizens  Industrial  Association  upon  some  plan  of 
cooperation  with  them  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect  the  objects  named  oefore, 
ana  if,  in  their  judgment,  it  is  to  the  best  interests  of  the  associations  represented  in 
this  conference  to  arrange  with  the  Citizens  Industrial  Association  for  such  general 
representation,  they  shall  immediately  report  to  the  members  of  this  conference, 
either  by  letter  or  in  convention,  and  ask  for  their  approval  of  such  action. 

January  28,  1908. 

Resolution  No.  1,  providing  for  moral  cooperation  only. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  interests  of  the  employers 
in  legislative  matters  at  Washington  demand  that  efforts  in  their  behalf  should  be 
as  thoroughly  centralized  as  possible,  and  that  the  chairman  be  instructed  to  endeavor 
to  secure  the  moral  cooperation  of,  and  the  right  to  represent,  as  large  a  percentage 
as  possible  of  the  employers'  organizations  of  the  country  irrespective  of  money  con- 
tributions. 

January  28,  1908. 

Resolution  No.  2,  providing  for  moral  and  financial  cooperation. 

Whereas,  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  the  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association  have  each  agreed  to  contribute  for  the  prevention  of  the  passage  of  inju- 
rious class  legislation  the  sum  of  $500  per  month  for  one  year,  be  it, 

Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  this  meeting  that  all  other  national  associations'of 
employers  be  requested  to  contribute  the  sum  of  $50  per  month  each  tor  aA\V^  vax\**aft 
ana  time,  the  same  to  be  paid  to  the  chairman  oi  this  contereTui^  wcA  &\^>ax«^>KsA« 
his  approval. 
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Senator  Walsh.  How  did  this  association  take  the  name  of  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  expressed  in  the  course  of  this.  It  was  at  first 
called  "  the  council,"  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Have  vou  the  resolution  designating  the  name? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  The  name  "The  Council"  was  first  given 
to  it,  and  then  it  was  subsequently  referred  to  in  the  correspondence 
as  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  explaining  its  purpose,  and  also 
in  the  debates  and  discussions. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  I  understand  you  now  that  that 
name  grew  out  of  correspondence  which  subsequently  ensued  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir,  it  grew  out  of  the  discussions  during  those 
conferences  in  which  it  was  referred  to,  in  which  the  purposes  of  the 
meetings  were  referred  to,  and  the  objects  of  organization,  and  the 
methods  of  procedure  were  discussed. 

The  Chairman.  Who  gave  the  name  to  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  gathering  gave  it  the  name.  They  spoke  of  it  as 
the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  or  the  Industrial  Council,  and  in 
referring  to  it  then  the  officers 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  anything  in  the  minutes  showing  that  it 
was  called  by  that  name  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  It  is  referred  to  in  the  minutes  as  "The 
Council. "  In  the  correspondence  which  immediately  takes  place,  the 
chairman  speaks  of  it  as  the  "Council  for  Industrial  Defense,"  in 
explaining  its  purpose,  and  in  terms  of  explanation,  and  that  term 
stuck  to  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Very  good.  The  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense  was  subsequently  an  organization,  and  had  a  president,  had 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  A  chairman. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  it  had  an  executive  committee? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  had  a  chairman  and  a  secretary. 

Senator  Walsh.  Had  it  an  executive  committee? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  no  executive  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  Had  it  no  officers  at  all  except  the  chairman  and 
the  secretary  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No.  There  was  a  standing  committee  appointed  at 
that  conference  to  execute  certain  purposes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  there  was  no  arrangement  at  all,  then,  for  the 
selection  of  officers  of  that  association,  if  it  might  be  so  called  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  arrangement  other  than  appears  there,  sir,  by  the 
election  of  the  chairman  and  the  secretary,  and  the  appointment  by 
each  individual  member 

Senator  Walsh.  You  subsequently  got  up  some  stationery,  did 
you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  With  the  names  of  the  officers  at  the  head  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Have  you  got  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  There  is  lots  of  it  in  the  record. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  see  one  of  the  letterheads. 

»Senamr  Heed.  Whore  i*  the  record  of  the  first  election  that  vou 
had  t 
Mr.  McCarter.  The  witness  can  wot  woaratx  Vnrq  Questions  at  once. 
Senator  Reed.  I  beg  vout  pardon. 
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(The  witness  produced  a  letter  and  handed  it  to  Senator  Walsh.) 

Mr.  McCarter.  Senator  Reed  has  asked  you  to  point  out  to  him 
the  record  of  the  first  election  of  officers. 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator  Overman  has  the  record  there.  This  is  a 
stenographic  report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  second  conference,  on 
September  23.  This  is  a  stenographic  report  of  the  proceedings  of 
the 

Senator  Cummins.  We  will  get  all  mixed  up,  here.  You  do  not 
answer  the  question,  and  we  go  on  to  something  else.  I  am  not  blam- 
ing vou  *t  &U  [addressing  Mr.  McCarter],  but  let  us  get  answers  to 
the  questions. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Point  to  the  place  where  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  elected 
chairman.     That  is  what  Senator  Reed  wants,  as  I  understand  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  These  resolutions  that  have  been  read  appointed 
him  chairman. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  there  was  separate  action  on  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  resolution  already  read  provided  that  the 
chairman  of  the  conference  shall  be  the  chairman  of  this  council. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  first  reference  to  it  is  found  in  here 

Senator  Nelson.  As  I  understand  it,  a  part  of  a  resolution  you 
read  appointed  Mr.  Van  Cleave  chairman. 

Mr.  Emery.  He  had  been  elected  chairman  prior  to  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  there  an  election  prior  to  the  adoption  of  that 
resolution  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes:  at  the  preceding  meeting. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Have  you  pointed  it  out  to  the  Senator  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  would  be  well  worth  our  time  just  to  stop 
here  and  identify  this  document  which  you  have  handed  me,  which  1 
see  is  dated  New  York,  October  28,  1907,  and  which  is  headed  "Meet- 
ing of  conference  committee  of  Manufacturers'  Association."  It 
is  dated: 

Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel,  New  York,  October  28,  1907. 

Then  f oUows  a  list  of  those  present,  which  can  be  copied.  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  was  in  the  chair.    I  want  tp  read  this  document: 

meeting  of  conference  committee  of  manufacturers'  association. 

Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel, 
New  York,  October  28,  1907. 
Present: 


National  Association  of  Hosiery  Manufacturers,  by  C.  B.  Carter,  Esq., 
National  Founders*  Association,  by  A.  E.  McClintock,  Esq., 


National  Erectors'  Association,  by  Walter  Drew 


Merchant  Tailors'  National  Protective  Association  of  America,  by  E.  H.  Harris, 
Esq.,  and  Harvey  A.  Patterson,  Esq., 

Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America,  by  John  Kirby,  jr.,  Esq. 

American  Anti-Boycott  Association,  by  0.  H.  Merritt,  Esq., 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  by  J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  Esq.,  and  F.  H.  Still- 
man,  Esq., 

American  Hardware  Manufacturers'  Association,  by  C.  IT.  Asbury,  Esq.,  and  F.  D. 
Mitchell,  Esq., 

National  Association  of  Agricultural  Implements  and  Vehicle  Manufacturers,  by 
W.  H.  Pariin,  Esq., 

National  Metal  Trades  Association,  by  W.  H.  Pfahler,  Esq. 

Mr.  J.  W.  Van  Cleave  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  George  Boudinot,  acting  secretary. 

The  minutes  of  the  last  meeting  were  read  and  appro\fc<\. 
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Mr.  J.  \V.  Van  Cleave  was  unanimously  elected  chairman,  to  serve  one  year. 

A  lengthy  discussion  culminated  in  the  passing  unanimously  of  the  following 

resolution: — 

"Whereas,  this  conference  is  convinced  that  some  cooperative  action  should  be 
taken  on  the  part  of  the  Association  of  Man'  facturera  to  keep  themselves  well 
informed  and  ready  for  prompt  action  where  legislation  is  threatened  contrary  to 
their  best  interests,  or  where  lesrislution  to  their  interests  needs  s  pport,  and 

"Whereas,  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  have  in  mind  the  establishment  of  a 
bureau  in  Washington  for  the  purpose  of  closely  watching  such  legislation,  there- 
fore 

11  Be  it  resolved,  That  a  committee,  consisting  of  the  chairman  of  this  conference 
with  two  additional  members,  to  be  elected  by  the  conference,  is  hereby  authorized 
to  negotiate  with  the  officers  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  upon  some  plan 
of  cooperation  with  them  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect  the  objects  named 
before,  and  if,  in  their  judgment,  it  is  to  the  best  interests  of  the  associations  repre- 
sented in  this  conference  to  arrange  with  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  for 
such  general  representation,  they  snail  immediately  report  to  the  members  of  this 
conference,  either  by  letter  or  in  convention,  and  ask  for  their  approval  of  such 
action." 

On  motion  duly  made  and  seconded  the  following  gentlemen  were  unanimously 
elected  to  serve  with  the  chairman  on  the  committee  provided  for  by  the  foregoing 
resolution: 

Mr.  W.  H.  Pfahler. 

Mr.  E.  H.  Harris. 

As  alternate  for  Mr.  Pfahler;  Mr.  Walter  Drew. 

As  alternate  for  Mr.  Harris;  Mr.  Briggs. 

On  motion,  adjourned,  subject  to  the  call  of  the  chair. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  that  tho  first  meeting  ? 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  October  28,  1907. 

Following  that  are  the  minutes  of  the  conference  committee  of 
national  organizations  held  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel!  New 
York,  January  28, 1908.     I  read  as  follows: 

MINUTES    OF   CONFERENCE    COMMITTEE    OF   NATIONAL    ORGANIZATIONS    HBLD   AT  THI 
WALDORF-ASTORIA  HOTEL,   NEW  YORK,  JANUARY  28,  W08. 

Present:  Messrs.  James  W.  Van  Cleave,  National  Association  of  Mfgrs.;  F.  H.  Still- 
man,  National  Association  of  Manufacturers;  C.  W.  Post,  Citizens'  Industrial  Associa- 
tion of  America;  James  A.  Emery,  Citizens1  Industrial  Association  of  America;  John 
Kirby,  jr.,  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America;  C.  B.  Carter,  National  Associa- 
tion of  Hosiery  Mfgre. ;  Harvey  A.  Patterson,  Merchant  Tailors  National  Protective 
Asso.;  £.  H.  Harris,  Merchant  Tailors  National  Protective  Association;  Chas.  H. 
Merritt,  American  Anti-Boycott  Association;  Henry  A.  Carpenter,  National  Founders 
Association;  F.  W.  Hutehings,  National  Founders  Association;  L.  W.  Parker,  Ameri- 
can Cotton  Manufacturers  Association;  Walter  Drew,  National  Erectors  Association: 
Wm.  H.  Parlin,  Nat.  Asso.  of  Agri.  Imp.  &  Vehicle  Mfgrs. ;  F.  C.  Schwedtman,  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  in  the  chair.    Mr.  Schwedtman  acted  as  secretary. 

The  minutes  of  the  two  previous  meetings  were  read. 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  made  a  general  report,  and  thereafter  Mr.  Emery  reported  in  detail 
the  situation  in  Washington,  in  connection  with  labor  legislation.  His  report  was 
approved  and  ordered  sent  to  all  interested  organizations. 

After  a  lengthy  discussion,  in  which  Mr.  C.  W.  Post,  Mr.  Henry  A.  Carpenter,  Mr. 
Walter  Drew,  Mr.  Wm.  H.  Parlin,  and  several  others  took  part,  the  following  two 
resolutions  were  unanimously  adopted,  subject  to  ratification  of  the  organisations 
represented. 

Resolution  No.  1,  providing  for  moral  cooperation  only. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  interests  of  the  employers  in 
legislative  matters  at  Washington  demand  that  efforts  in  their  behalf  should  be  as 
thoroughly  centralized  as  possible,  and  that  the  chairman  be  instructed  to  endeavor 
to  secure  the  moral  cooperation  of,  and  the  right  to  represent,  as  large  a  percentage  as 

poes'Me  of  the  employers'  organizations  of  the  country  irrespective  of  money  con* 

tributiona. 
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Resolution  No.  2,  providing  for  moral  and  financial  cooperation. 

Whereas  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  the  Citizens'  Industrial  As- 
sociation have  each  agreed  to  contribute  for  the  prevention  of  the  passage  of  injurious 
class  legislation  the  sum  of  $500  per  month  for  one  year,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  this  meeting  that  all  other  national  associations  of 
employers  be  requested  to  contribute  the  sum  of  |50  per  month  each  for  a  like  purpose 
ana  time,  the  same  to  be  paid  to  the  chairman  of  this  conference  and  disbursed  under 
his  approval. 

That  seems  to  complete  the  matter  of  organization,  does  it  not,    ' 
Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  may  I  inject  a  question  here  ? 

Mr.  McCartee.  Certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  This  was  on  January  28,  1908.  At  that  time,  as  I 
understand  from  these  minutes,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  made  chairman, 
and  Mr.  Pfahler  and  Mr.  Harris  acted  with  him. 

Mr.  Emery.  They  were  appointed  a  committee  on  a  specific 
matter,  I  believe. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  chairman,  and  who  were 
the  other  officers  elected,  and  where  is  the  record  of  their  election  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  record  of  the  election  of  the  secretary  is  con- 
tained in  the  preceding  meeting. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  he  was  elected  secretary  of  the  meeting, 
but  the  organization  had  not  yet  been  effected  at  the  preceding 
meetings,  had  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  elected  secretary  of  the  conference. 

Senator  Reed.  What  I  am  trying  to  distinguish  is  this.  A  num- 
ber of  men  came  together  to  represent  certain  organizations.  They 
began  to  consult  about  forming  a  new  organization.  Of  course  the 
first  thing  they  did  was  to  elect  somebody  to  preside  at  the  meeting, 
and  they  elected  a  secretary.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  elected  in  that 
way  as  president,  and  Mr.  Schwedtman  was  elected  secretary.  Then 
you  subsequently,  on  the  23d  day  of  September,  1907,  held  another 
meeting  and  these  two  men  took  their  respective  positions,  and  the 
conference  went  on;  and  they  made  some  speeches,  and  you  passed 
a  resolution  or  two.     That  is  right,  is  it  not  1 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  on  October  28,  1907,  you  had  another  meet- 
ing, and  these  two  men  took  their  respective  positions,  and  you  passed 
some  more  resolutions,  and  had  some  speeches. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  On  January  28,  1908,  you  had  the  final  meeting. 
These  two  men  took  their  positions  as  before,  and  you  passed  some 
resolutions. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  indeed.  Your  explanation  and  my  recollection 
of  the  entire  proceeding  are  two  very  different  things. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  been  trying  to  see  whether  I  was  right  as  I 
went  along.  I  am  trying  to  get  at  that  question.  I  have  been  asking 
it  in  the  leading  form,  because  I  was  warranted  in  doing  it. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  only  possible  way  in  which  I  can  make  the  com- 
mittee understand  what  took  place  there  is  to  be  permitted  to  make 
an  explanation  of  it  as  I  saw  it,  and  as  others  who  will  follow  me  on 
the  stand  and  were  there  present  saw  it.  If  I  can  not  make  plain  to 
the  committee  the  meeting  as  I  participated  in  it,  ita  ^\ar^»fe  «x^>fcs^ 
outcome,  then  I  can  not  make  the  commi\A££>  xHLtaraX&xA^ 
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Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Emery,  you  can  make  it  understood  very  easily 
if  you  will  just  tell  us  who  was  elected  chairman  at  the  first  meeting, 
and  who  was  elected  secretary. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  elected  chairman.  He  called  the 
meeting  to  order  and  secretaries  were  appointed.  The  record  dis- 
closes that  they  were  Mr.  Schwedtman  ana  Mr.  Lewis. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  meeting  did  you  effect  a  permanent  organi- 
zation ? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well,  now.  The  first  meeting  adjourned  with- 
out a  permanent  organization.  We  will  come  to  the  second  meeting, 
which  was  called  to  order  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave.  He  took  his  position 
as  chairman.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Schwedtman  took  his  position  as  secre- 
tary. You  had  some  dicussion  at  that  meeting  and  passed  a  resolu- 
tion or  two.     Is  that  right  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  continued  the  discussion,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  at  that  time  effect  a  permanent  organi- 
zation ? 

Me.  Emery.  We  took  steps  in  that  direction,  but  did  not  com- 
plete it. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  complete  it.  What  were  the  steps 
you  took  ?     State  it  briefly  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  steps  we  took  were  the  discussion  of  ways  and 
means  by  which  these  organizations  could  cooperate  through  a 
common  committee  or  council. 

Senator  Reed.  That  brings  us  to  the  meeting  of  October  28, 
1907.  When  the  meeting  convened  again,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  took  the 
chair,  did  he  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Schwedtman  took  his  position,  and  you 
had  some  speeches,  and  passed  some  resolutions.     Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  The  discussion  continued,  Senator,  mat  had 
been  begun  at  the  preceding  two  meetings — it  continued  through 
them — as  to  methods  of  organization,  and  the  best  way  to  get  together. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand.  I  am  not  concerned.  But  you  were 
still  discussing  the  question  of  how  you  would  get  together.  Did  you 
at  that  time  effect  a  permanent  organization? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir.    That  is,  we  did  not  complete  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  that  is  what  I  mean — complete  it.  You 
were  working  toward  that  end  all  the  time  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  On  January  28,  1908,  when  that  meeting  convened, 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  took  the  chair,  did  he  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Schwedtman  took  his  chair  f 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time,  January  28,  did  you  have  an  elec- 
tion? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  is  the  record  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Right  here  before  you. 
SmtAtor  Reed.  That  is  what  I  waul  to  &fc^ 
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Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  elected  chairman  of  the  council,, 
but  I  can  not  tell  you  whether  it  was  at  the  last  meeting  or  the  one 
that  preceded  it. 

Senator  Reed.  On  October  28,  1907,  I  find  this: 

The  minutes  of  the  last  meeting  were  read  and  approved. 

Mr.  J.  W.  Van  Cleave  was  unanimously  elected  chairman,  to  serve  one  year. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  But  up  to  January  28  your  organization  had  not 
yet  been  completed,  you  stated  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Not  completed. 

Senator  Reed.  On  January  28  did  you  complete  the  organization  ?■ 

Mr.  Emery.  As  I  understand  it,  we  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  is  the  record  showing  any  completion  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  record  before  you  is  a  very  brief  abstract  of  the 
proceedings  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  that  record  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir;  no  other  record  than  the  one  which  is  there;, 
no  other  printed  record,  beyond  subsequent  letters,  circular  letters, 
and  letters  of  the  secretary,  explaining  to  the  various  organizations, 
who  were  asked  to  participate  in  the  form  of  organization  effected. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well;  I  am  talking  about  the  organization 
here. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Not  new  members  that  you  got.  This  paper  which 
you  have  presented  here,  and  which  bears  the  date  of  January  28,. 
and  refers  to  a  meeting  of  that  date,  has  all  been  read  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  it  sets  forth  what  did  take  place  at  that 
meeting—  a  fair  abstract  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  part,  yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  "in  part."  I  want  to  know  if  at  thia. 
meeting  you  passed  any  other  resolutions  than  those  set  forth  in  th& 
paper  which  is  before  me. 

Mr.  Emery.  None  that  I  recall,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  at  that  meeting  have  any  elections  of  any 
officers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  would  not  be  sure  of  that.  My  recollection  is  that 
Mr.  Schwedtman  was  elected  secretary  at  that  meeting  or  at  the 
preceding  one. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  no  record  here  of  Mr.  Schwedtman  having 
been  elected  secretary. 

Mr.  Emery.  Well,  I  am  quite  confident  that  he  was.  . 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  any  record  anywhere 

Senator  Cummins.  Let  me  see  this  record.  [Examining  record.} 
The  way  you  read  it,  I  did  not  understand  it.  I  just  want  to  see  the 
resolution. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  anywhere  any  record  of  the  meeting  as  it. 
took  place  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Other  than  the  one  you  now  have  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  I  have  not.    Mr.  Schwedtman  may  have. 

Senator  Reed.  And  this  was  printed  about  that  timet    The  paper- 
which  you  have  presented  showing  the  various  mfcfctiu&^^^^ws^aa^ 
at  about  that  time,  as  a  complete  and  corroc\»  mwt&A 


3744       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  as  an  abstract  of  the  occurrences — of  the  facts. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand,  but  was  it  intended  to  be  a  complete 
abstract  showing  what  took  place  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  it  intended  to  be  only  a  partial  statement ! 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  intended  to  convey  the  sense  of  the  meeting 
expressed  in  those  two  resolutions,  for  the  purpose  of  informing  other 
associations,  that  did  not  participate  in  the  conference,  of  the  results 
of  the  conference. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  You  have  no  record  of  the  election  of 
any  officers  up  to  and  including  January  28,  except  as  is  set  forth  in 
those  papers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  no  record  other  than  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Since  January  28,  and  up  to  the  time  of  Mr.  Van 
Cleave's  death,  which  occurred  in  what  year,  1910,  or  1911  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  in  May,  1910. 

Senator  Reed.  Up  to  the  time  of  his  death  had  there  ever  been 
held  a  meeting  of  the  members  of  the  association  at  which  the  men*- 
bers  of  the  association  were  invited  into  a  member's  meeting  t 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  ever  held  any  meeting  except  the  meet- 
ing of  the  officers  of  this  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  There  were  constant  meetings  of  the  various  associa- 
tions of  the  council,  before  which  the  officers  of  the  council  appeared 
and  explained  its  work  and  operations. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  but  you  know,  now,  Mr.  Emery,  what  I  am 
trying  to  get  at. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  answering  with  the  utmost  frankness,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  know  that  does  not  constitute  an  election: 
that  does  not  constitute  a  meeting.  If  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  elected 
on  the  28th  of  October,  1907,  president  for  one  year,  to  act  as  the 
chairman  for  one  year,  then  on  the  28th  of  October,  1908,  he  ceased 
to  be  chairman,  under  that  resolution. 

I  want  to  know  if  you  ever  called  your  members  together  and  had 
.   a  meeting,  had  an  election  of  officers,  or  anything  of  that  kind,  after 
January  28,  1907. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  Pardon  me,  Senator;  I  presume  you  will 
permit  me  to  make  an  explanation  of  my  answer. 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly;  I  will  permit  anything  that  is  fair. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  only  point  is  that  at  the  meeting  of  January  28, 
in  a  discussion  among  all  the  members  of  the  association,  there  was 
resolved  or  determined  on  a  plan  of  action  entirely  different  from  that 
which  had  been  adopted  at  previous  meetings,  and  the  organization 
which  grew  out  of  that  was  the  result  of  the  sentiment  expressed  at 
that  meeting;  and  that  sentiment  and  that  expression  are  fully 
covered  in  the  correspondence  between  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr. 
Schwedtman  and  those  other  persons  and  the  organizations  which 
afterwards  became  part  of  the  council  organization.  That  is  a  matter 
that  can  not  be  explained  in  a  few  words. 

Senator  Reed.  But  I  am  not  now  going  into  the  question  of 
sentiment. 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 
a  Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  now  going  into  the  question  of  what  indi- 
vi duals  did;  I  am  simply  trying  to  nnd  out  whether  as  a  matter  of 
fact  there  was  another  meeting  oi  \Jaft  m«nft>«c&  A  >fca&  <stfgMiization, 
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or  whether,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  having  been  elected  chairman,  at  one 
time,  of  the  meetings  that  were  hela 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Not  of  the  organization,  for  it  was  not 
yet  complete,  but  of  the  meetings — he  continued  to  act,  and  whether 
Mr.  Schwedtman  continued  to  act;  and  then  whether  they  called  in — 
that  is,  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  called  you  in  finally, 
and  then  you  three  began  to  act.  Was  that  about  the  way  it  hap- 
pened ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Why  will  you  not  let  him  make  an  explanation  of 
it,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  willing  to  have  an  explanation,  but  I  am  asking 
him  perfectly  pertinent  questions  here,  or  am  trying  to. 

Mr.  McCarter.  All  right. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  Senator,  I  am  just  as  anxious 
to  answer  as  you  are  to  have  me  do  so. 

Senator  Cummins.  Go  on,  then. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say  I  am  just  as  anxious  to  answer  the  Senator 
frankly  as  he  is  to  ask  me,  but  I  can  not  answer  questions  predicated 
on  his  state  of  mind. 

Senator  Nelson.  Go  on  and  answer.    Do  not  palaver  about  it. 

Mr.  Emery.  On  January  28,  1908,  it  was  evident  from  the  preced- 
ing conferences  that  it  was  not  possible  to  form  an  organization  of 
the  character  which  was  in  the  minds  of  those  who  called  the  first 
conference.  It  was  only  possible  to  secure  through  a  standing  com- 
mittee a  means  of  gettmg  the  cooperation  of  all  industrial  and  em- 
ploying associations  in  opposition,  in  order  to  obtain  information  with 
respect  to  the  legislation  in  which  they  were  commonly  interested. 
It  was  therefore  resolved,  as  a  result  of  the  discussion  which  occurred 
at  the  meeting  of  January  28,  that  the  chairman  of  the  council, 
Mr.  Van  Cleave — we  had  no  otner  then — should  send  a  copy  of  the 
resolutions  which  were  adopted  at  that  meeting  to  all  the  organiza- 
tions which  it  was  assumed  would  be  interested  in  an  activity  of  that 
character,  and  ask  them  to  authorize  the  Washington  representative 
of  the  council  to  represent  them  in  matters  pertaining  to  labor  legis- 
lation and  in  opposition  to  such  of  it  as  was  in  antagonism  to  their 
principles. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  the  Washington  representative  of  the 
council? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was. 

Senator  Reed.  You  just  represented  one  council — oh,  you  mean 
of  all  these  people  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  I  understand  it  now.  In  other  words,  it 
was  resolved  to  have  the  chairman  of  the  council  write  letters  and 
try  to  get  these  various  associations  that  were  then  members,  and 
those  that  afterwards  came  into  membership,  to  write  letters  author- 
izing you  to  represent  each  of  them  individually,  and  all  of  them 
separately? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  resolution  explains  itself. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  is  resolution  No.  1  f 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  this  constitutes  thft  &\&\&yvVT« 
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Resolution  No.  1. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  interests  of  the  employers  in 
legislative  matters  at  Washington  demand  that  efforts  in  their  behalf  should  be  as 
thoroughly  centralized  as  possible,  and  that  the  chairman  be  instructed  to  endeavor 
to  secure  the  moral  cooperation  of,  and  the  right  to  represent,  as  large  a  percentage 
a«  possible  of  the  employers'  organizations  of  the  country  irrespective  of  money  con- 
tributions. 

That  was  the  plan  finally  adopted  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  constitutes  whatever  there  was  of  an 
organization  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Followed  by  what  occurred. 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly;  followed  by  whatever  acts  occurred. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  there  had  been  no  meeting — as  I  under- 
stand, there  had  been  no  meeting — of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Alliance, 
from  that  time  on. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Alliance  went  out  of 
being. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  mean  the  council  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  No;  I  mean  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Alliance, 
that  met  in  September,  1907,  and  1908,  and  brought  about  this  work- 
ing arrangement;  and  then  it  disappeared. 

Air.  Emery.  Pardon  me;  the  Senator  is  in  error  when  he  says  the 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  meeting.  This  was  not  the  Citizens' 
Industrial  Association  meeting. 

Senator  Cummins.  Called  by  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir,  it  was  not  called  by  it;  it  was  called  by  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  as  the  representative  of  the  National  Association  of  Man- 
ufacturers, under  a  resolution  adopted  at  the  convention  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  May,  1907,  and  this  call  was 
sent  out  to  all  industrial  associations  in  the  country  that  it  was 
thought  would  be  interested  in  such  an  association,  and  those  enumer- 
ated here  came  in  response  to  that  call,  and  participated. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  your  attention,  Senator  Cummins,  in 
connection  with  the  point  you  are  asking  about,  to  the  second  resolu- 
tion, January  28.     I  marked  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  what  was  in  my  mind.  The  Citizens' 
Industrial  Association  was  a  part  of  this  meeting  in  New  York  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  a  part  of  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  it  subscribed  $500  a  month  for  a  year  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  To  the  work  of  this  committee  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Which  consisted  finally  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave, 
together  with  the  people  he  might  bring  into  cooperation  with  him 
through  correspondence  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  thecouncil  and  the- 

Senator  Cummins.  So  there  never  was  any  formal  organization  of  a 
council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  mean  in  a  sense  other  than  is  described  in 

conferences  which  there  took  place,  and  in  the  correspondence  of  the 

parties  who  participated,  with  thfc  oT%«nk^tions  which  came  into 
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Mr.  McCarter.  Now,  Mr.  Emery,  have  you  copies  of  the  cards  of 
membership  which  were  signed,  including  the  power  of  attorney? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes^sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Will  you  produce  them  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  will  then  see  how  the  membership  came  into 
this. 

Senator  Reed.  You  have  asked  that  question  so  clearly  that  I  will 
not  interrupt. 

Mr.  Emery.  There  are  a  number  of  them  here,  sent  out  from  time 
to  time.  I  would  like  to  give  you  the  first  one.  It  will  vary  only  in 
form  from  the  others.     I  will  read  this 

Mr.  McCarter.  Of  course  our  circulars  are  all  with  the  committee. 
Go  on. 

Mr.  Emery.  This  was  sent  out  with  the  circular  letters: 

June  30,  1908. 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  was  established  six  months  ago  and 
under  the  leadership  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  the  Citizens' 
Industrial  Association  of  America  has  accomplished  splendid  results  in  defeating 
legislation  inimical  to  the  interests  of  business  men  and  employer. 

145  organizations  are  enrolled  up  to  date.  No  financial  obligation  is  incurred  in 
joining  the  council  by  signature  of  the  following  resolution: 

"Resolved,  That  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  interests  of  the  employers 
in  legislative  matters  at  Washington  demand  that  efforts  in  their  behalf  should  be  as 
thoroughly  centralized  as  possible,  and  that  the  chairman  be  instructed  to  endeavor 
to  secure  the  moral  cooperation  of  and  the  right  to  represent,  as  large  a  percentage  as 
possible  of  the  employers'  organizations  of  the  county  irrespective  of  money  contribu- 
tions." 

Mr.  James  W.  Van  Cleave, 
President,  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

Chairman  of  the  Council, 
Chemical  Building,  Saint  Louis,  Missouri. 

Endorsing  the  above  resolution  the  Washington  representative  of  the  council  is 
hereby  authorized  to  represent  this  organization  on  matters  pertaining  to  labor  legisla- 
tion. 

Name  of  organization . 

Officer . 

Please  sign  and  mail  to  James  W.  Van  Cleave,  Chemical  Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Senator  Cummins.  When  you  had  the  meeting  on  January  28, 
1908,  it  was  all  left  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  When  did  you  come  in,  and  under  what  circum- 
stances and  under  whose  employment  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  As  secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  I 
had  participated  here  in  the  discussion  of  the  Pearre  bill  and  other 
injunction  oills  which  were  here  pending,  and  I  was  authorized  by 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  to  represent  them  in  those 
matters,  as  well  as  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  and  at  the  con- 
clusion of  this  meeting  I  was  asked  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Post 
to  become  the  counsel  and  Washington  representative  of  this  move- 
ment, and  I  did  so,  but  not  at  this  time;  that  is,  I  represented  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  the  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association  during  the  spring  session  of  the  Congress  of  1907,  and 
after  November  1  of  1908  I  gave  my  time  exclusively  as  repre- 
sentative of  the 

Senator  Cummins  (interposing).  That  is,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  em\ila^«&. 
you  to  take  up  the  affairs  of  this  council  or  c.omm\\>tofe% 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Cummins.  And  when  did  you  do  so  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Formally,  I  should  say,  in  November,  1908.  That  is, 
I  gave  to  it  all  my  time  from  that  time  on.  Prior  to  that  time  I  waa 
secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  and  was  authorized 
or  requested  by  him  to  represent  the  council  organizations,  and  I 
did  so. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  you  stated  a  few  moments  ago  that  the 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  never  had  a  meeting  after  1908. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  confuse  the  names.  The  Citizens'  Industrial 
is  the  New  York 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  asking.  I  thought  he  said  it  never  had  a 
meeting,  and  disappeared. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America  went 
out  of  existence  in  October,  1908,  and  I,  who  had  been  its  secretary, 
then  gave  all  my  time  as  counsel  to  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Cummins.  From  October 

Mr.  Emery.  From  November  1.  1908. 

Senator  Cummins.  So  Mr.  Van  Cleave  employed  you  for  the  council 
after  January,  1908? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  say  now  that  that  occurred  in  Novem- 
ber, 1908,  and  up  to  that  time  you  were  acting  either  for  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  or  for  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Associ- 
ation ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association, 
and  appeared  as  counsel  for  its  members  in  opposition  to  this  legis- 
lation, and  was  authorized  and  requested  by  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  to  also  represent  it.  I  did  it  without  com- 
Fensation  from  them,  and  as  secretary  and  counsel  for  the  Citizens' 
ndustrial  Association,  from  January,  from  the  time  of  the  effecting 
of  this  organization,  at  the  end  of  January,  1907 

Senator  Cummins.  1908,  you  mean. 

wSenator  Nelson.  1908. 

Mr.  Emery.  J  908.  During  the  Congress  which  followed,  in  such 
matters  as  I  appeared  in  I  was  authorized  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  rep- 
resent the  council  organizations;  but  I  was  still  secretary  of  tne 
Citizens7  Industrial  Association,  and  was  compensated  by  them  and 
by  them  alone. 

Senator  Reed.  And  were  you  also  authorized  to  represent  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  compensated  by  them  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  by  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  only. 
After  Novembor  1,  1908, 1  was  counsel  for  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense,  and  was  authorized  to  represent  that  confedera- 
tion, and  I  represented  it  in  all  matters  in  which  I  appeared  here 
before  committees. 

Senator  Reed.  What  became  of  this  association  you  had  been 
secretary  of  before,  the  Citizens  Industrial  Association?  What  be- 
came  of  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  simply  passed  out  of  existence:  because  Mr.  Post. 
who  had  been  its  president,  and  its  other  officers,  believed  the  council 
would  perform  its  functions  in  a  better  way. 
Senator  Reed.  In  a  sense,  at  \ea&\>,  \\»  ^*&  thnottad  into  this  other 
ion  ? 
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Mr.  Emery.  It  was  succeeded  by  this  other  movement. 

Senator  Cummins.  After  November,  1908,  you  were  in  the  employ 
of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  the  chairman  of  this  committee,  or  indeed  the 
entire  committee;  and  when  did  you  enter  the  employ  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  never  did  enter  its  employ. 

Senator  Reed.  You  have  never  been  in  its  employ  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  I  was  employed  as  counsel  for  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  in  so  far  as  your  compensation  is  concerned, 
you  have  always  received  it  from  the  council,  or  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
as  the  committee  of  that  council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir.  The  financial  arrangement,  as  expressed  in  the 
resolution,  was  that  at  first,  in  order  to  finance  the  council  and  start  it, 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  the  Citizens  Industrial 
Association  contributed  $500  a  month  toward  the  payment  of  counsel 
and  toward  the  expenses  of  counsel,  and  after  the  expiration  of  that 
period  the  organization  undertook  to  finance  itself  by  an  appeal  for 
voluntary  contributions  to  individuals  and  to  associations. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  the  council  and  the  association  of  course 
worked  in  harmony  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  They  were  endeavoring  to  accomplish  the 
same  end  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And,  I  take  it,  were  employing  the  same 
methods  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  you  will  see  why  I 
asked  to  make  an  explanation,  because  this  is  merely  the  final  expres- 
sion of  a  movement  that  went  through  several  stages. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  I  understand  it.  I  wanted  to  know 
what  you  had  done. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  I  understand  that;  but  as  a  matter  of  fact 
you  became  the  attorney  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association  at  some 
time,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  have  been  its  counsel  for  many  years,  have 
you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  As  a  member  of  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  have  been  the  attorney  of  the  Manufac- 
turers' Association,  and  have  been  drawing  a  stipend  from  them  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Or  a  retainer  i 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir,  not  from  the  Manufacturers'  Association ;  except 
that  the  Manufacturers'  Association,  as  I  understand  it — and  I  want 
to  make  it  as  clear  as  possible — in  the  early  stage  of  the  council's 
history  advanced  funds  to  the  council  which  were  paid  back  by  the 
council  when  it  came  into  funds  of  its  own;  and  every  expense  which 
the  council  has  entailed  for  counsel  fees,  for  the  distribution  of  liter- 
ature and  for  every  other  activity  in  which  it  engaged,  was  separate 
and  distinct  from  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  was 
paid  back  to  them. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand   that,   but  my  questiow  ^^  <<&x>»>,> 
Whether  as  a  matter  of  fact  you  have  been  paid  moi\ss  \v$  ^ft^^assraA 
Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 
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Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir,  I  have,  in  the  sense  in  which  I  have  de- 
scribed it. 

Senator  Reed.  And  repeatedly  have  had  moneys  from  them,  have 
you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir,  for  work  which  I  especially  did  for  them. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  at. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  then  specially  do  work  for  the  Manufac- 
turers Association  at  times  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  have  received  large  sums  of  money  for 
that,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Well,  that  would  depend.     I  will  say  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  on  a  regular  annual  retainer,  or  a  monthly 
retainer,  or  were  you  paid  specially  for  particular  work? 

Mr.  Emery.  You  mean,  now,  from  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  want  you  to  misunderstand  me,  and  I  do  not 
"want,  to  quibble.  I  say  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
financed  the  council  in  the  beginning.  Then  when  I  received  a  re- 
tainer I  received  it  from  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
financing  the  council,  and  I  say  that  was  paid  back  to  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  when  the  council  raised  its  own  funds. 
But  I  have  not  received  one  cent  of  retainer  from  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  or  one  cent  of  salary  from  them,  since,  I 
think,  1909,  even  indirectly  for  the  council. 

Senator  Reed.  But  did  you  ever  receive  any  money  from  it  at  all. 
except  as  it  temporarily  advanced  money  for  the  National  Council 
for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  None  beyond  the  contribution  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  manufacturers  made  as  indicated  in  that  resolution,  where 
it  contributed,  as  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  did,  to  the  ex- 
pense of  maintaining  a  representative  here. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  first  year. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  $500  a  month. 

Mr.  Emery.  From  each  source,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  from  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers, $500  a  month  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  And  from  the  Citizens  Industrial  Association  a  like 
amount. 

Senator  Reed.  Sticking  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers, that  was  $500  a  month  from  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  received  $500  a  month  from  each  of  them? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  So  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  was 
paying  at  the  rate  of  $6,000  a  year 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me.  The  National  Association  guaranteed — 
each  association  guaranteed — to  advance  that  amount.  I  do  not 
think  they  fully  advanced  those  amounts.  I  mean  they  were  liable 
to  that  extent. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  not  get  that  $500  a  month  from  the  National 
dissociation  of  Manufacturers  during  \,Yi%\»  ^m,  ssi<L  did  you  not 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3751 

treat  it  as  a  payment  to  yourself,  put  that  money  in  your  pocket,  and 
receipt  for  it  from  time  to  time  in  due  and  proper  form  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  You  mean  from  nineteen  hundred  and 

^Senator  Reed.  From  the  time  when  this  thing  started,  1908;  for  a 
period  of  at  least  a  year  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  answer  that  without  consulting  the  record. 
I  want  to  be  just  as  frank  about  it  as  I  can.'  My  impression  is  that  I 
did  not;  that  I  was  paid  by  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  up  to 
substantially  the  time  I  described,  and  that  the  National  Association 
.  of  Manufacturers  contributed  its  quota  to  the  expenses  of  maintaining 
this  office. 

The  Chairman.  How  much  were  you  paid  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  paid  at  the  rate  of  $7,500  a  year  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  And  how  much  for  expenses? 

Mr.  Emery.  There  was  not  a  fixed  allowance.  My  expenses  were 
within  the  amount  fixed  bv  the  two  associations. 

The  Chairman.  And  how  much  was  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say  that  was  $500  a  month  from  each. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  thousand  dollars  a  month  from  the  two 
associations  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  A  thousand  dollars  a  month;  but  I  included  from  the 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  my  own  retainer — my  own  salary. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand;  but  you  got  a  thousand  dollars  a 
month  for  your  own  salary  and  expenses  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  what  I  am  not  sure  of,  now.  I  could  have 
spent  that  much.  I  mean  the  two  were  guaranteed  to  advance  that 
much;  but  whether  they  did  advance  that  much,  I  can  not  say. 

Senator  Reed.  They  came  pretty  near  doing  so,  or  you  would 
remember  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  I  imagine  they  did. 

Senator  Reed.  You  got  money  at  that  time  from  other  concerns 
that  were  coming  in  ana  amalgamating  themselves  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  mean  the  association  did  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  At  this  time,  after  you  got  in  running  order  as  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  your  officers  were,  Mr.  Van 
Cleave,  president;  that  is  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 
m       Senator  Reed.  He  was  also  president  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  ? 

■  Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Schwcdtman,  secretary  to  the  president — that 
k-  is,  he  was  secretary  to  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  he  was  secretary  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Senator  Reed.  I  mean  Mr.  Van*  Cleave.     Thank  you.     And  who 
B  was  the  treasurer? 

Mr.  Emery.  There  was  none  at  that  time. 
m       Senator  Reed.  No  treasurer?     Who  handled  the  moneys? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  did  not  have  any  money  at  that  time. 
t*      Senator  Reed.  You  got  in  a  thousand  dollars  a  month  at  that 
m  time,  did  you  not? 
^       Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  handled  thaH 
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Mr.  Emery.  The  contribution  of  the  National  Association  of  Man- 
ufacturers was  handled  by  its  own  officers,  either  the  treasurer  or 
secretary 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  they  sent  it  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  they  did  not  send  it  to  me.  I  sent  them  an 
account  of  expenses  and  tney  paid  it.  In  that  sense  they  sent  it 
to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  it.  You  sent  them  your  expense  account. 
You  sent  them  your  bill  for  expenses,  and  for  what  you  called  your 
regular  retainer,  did  you  not,  $500  a  month,  right  along? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  telling  you  that  to  the  best  of  my  recollection 
that  was  paid  by  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  up  to  the  time 
I  specified.     I  may  be*  in  error  on  that. 

senator  Eeed.  The  Citizens  Industrial  Association  paid  you  a 
thousand  dollars  a  month  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  they  paid  me  my  retainer  or  salary — whether 
you  regard  me  as  secretary  or  counsel — up  to  about  November  1, 1908. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  to  me  that  for  a  counle  of  lawyers  we  are 
consuming  a  lot  of  time.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  auring  that  first  year 
did  you  not  render  your  bills  about  once  every  month  to  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  in  which  you  charged  all  or  a  part  of 
your  office  expenses,  and  in  which  you  put  in  an  additional  charge 
of  $500  retainer;  and  was  it  not  regularly  paid  in  that  way  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That,  Senator,  is  exactly  wnat  I  say  I  can  not  answer 
you  on  without  examining  the  record.     I  can  not  be  sure. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Our  accounts  are  all  in  the  committee's  hands, 
and  it  would  perhaps  be  the  quickest  way  to  look  at  them. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  want  you  to  misunderstand  me.  I  am  not 
trying  to  evade  any  of  your  questions. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  handed  you  the  money — who  paid  you  the 
actual  money — for  your  services  immediately  after  this  organization 
was  formed  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  My  best  memory  is  that  I  was  paid  my  salary  by  the 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  until  November  1,  1908. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  about  your  expenses  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  And  my  expenses  were  probably  paid  in  part  by  the 
National  Manufacturers'  Association. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  from  whom  did  the  money  come  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  rendered  a  bill  to  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers, and  they  paid  it — that  is,  for  their  quota,  whatever  it  was. 

Senator  Reed.  You  spoke  of  the  first  one  of  these  meetings.  The 
origin  of  this  Association  for  Industrial  Defense  was  had  on  August 
19,  1907.  But  prior  to  that  you  had  been  connected  with  the  Citi- 
zens' Industrial  Association,  and  you  had  known  of  the  Manufacturers 
Association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  knew  them  very  well. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  knew,  of  course,  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  his 
activities  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  I  knew  him  intimately. 

Senator  Reed.  And  when  you  began  to  get  and  did  get  these  vari- 
ous associations  amalgamated  into  this  National  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense,  of  course  you  became  acquainted  with  their  general 
organization  and  general  scope  as  they  came  in,  and  with  something  of 
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their  history.  That  is  correct,  I  suppose;  you  learned  something  of 
their  history  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  organizations  forming  the  council,  you  mean  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  this.  I  am 
now  reading  from  the  Proceedings  of  the  Twelfth  Annual  Convention 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  held  in  New  York  in 
May,  1907.  This  is  a  printed  book,  and  I  know  nothing  of  its  authen- 
ticity except  this  was  printed 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  all  right;  we  admit  it.  I  have  a  copy  in  my 
hand. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  page  47,  at  the  bottom.  This  is 
from  the  president's  report. 

Mr.  Emery.  You  mean  Mr.  Van  Cleave  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     This  reads: 

Now,  gentlemen  the  time  has  come  when  we  wish  not  only  to  do  more  thinking, 
but  we  wish  to  do  things,  and  I  submit  to  you  this  proposition  and  recommendation, 
as  I  believe  all  conditions  are  ripe  for  it,  that  you  place  in  the  hands  of  your  next 
president  $500,000  a  year  for  three  years,  in  order  that  he  may  finish  the  work  that 
was  presented  to  you  by  Mr.  Parry  four  years  ago.  Now,  some  of  you  may  think 
$500,000  a  year  for  three  years  is  a  very  large  sum;  but  how  insignificant  it  appears 
when  compared  to  the  value  of  the  products  of  the  factories  in  this  country.  It  is 
only  a  small  fraction  of  1  per  cent.  I  am  going  to  ask  a  committee  of  gentlemen 
whose  names  I  will  read  presently  to  meet  me  this  evening  at  8.30  in  the  Astor  dining 
room  on  this  floor,  on  the  south  side  of  the  building,  in  order  that  we  may,  if  possi- 
ble, devise  ways  and  means  for  raising  $500,000  for  three  years.  The  next  step, 
after  that  money  is  put  into  our  hands,  and  safeguarded  in  any  way  you  see  fit,  will 
be  to  federate  the  employing  classes  of  this  country  into  a  solid  mass,  and  determine 
that  they  will  free  this  country  from  industrial  oppression.    [Applause.] 

That  is  the  real  origin  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No ;  it  is  not. 

Senator  Reed.  That  meeting  that  was  held  to  raise  $500,000. 

Mr.  Emery.  There  never  was  any  such  meeting  held — a  meeting  to 
raise  $500,000.  What  you  are  reading  is  simply  the  dramatic  appeal 
of  the  president  of  the  association  for  support  in  the  movement  he 
contemplated. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  going  to  read  a  little  more,  and  see  if  this  is 
not  the  genesis,  whether  it  is  dramatic  or  otherwise.  I  read 
further: 

My  friends,  we  are  not  organized  as  a  mutual  admiration  society.  We  are  here  to 
promote  American  industries.  We  are  here  to  protect  the  interests  of  all  the  people, 
not  only  of  the  employers  but  of  the  workers  themselves.  How  best  can  we  do  it? 
By  electing  a  president  at  the  head  of  this  great  organization  and  telling  him  to  go 
out  and  do  things,  and  giving  him  a  peppermint  lozenge  to  work  on?  [Laughter.] 
Gentlemen,  I  appeal  to  your  Business  sense,  to  your  sense  of  justice,  to  your  pocket- 
books,  and  they  say  that  comes  nearer  touching  a  man's  heart  than  anything  else.  I 
appeal  to  your  pockets,  and  your  self-interest,  to  take  an  interest  in  this  matter. 

Will  the  secretary  kindly  read  the  list  of  names  which  I  have  prepared?  I  request 
each  of  you  to  note  your  name,  those  of  you  who  are  present  now,  and  that  you  will 
lay  aside  your  engagements,  whatever  they  may  be,  and  will  meet  at  8.30  this  evening 
in  serious  council,  to  see  if  it  is  not  possible  to  devise  ways  and  means  properly  to 
finance  this  institution,  and  to  concretely  federate  the  employers  of  this  country,  and — 
listen  now — to  educate  the  manufacturers  in  their  own  duty,  patriotism,  and  self- 
interest.    Will  the  secretary  please  read  the  names? 
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The  secretary  read  the  following: 

"  SPECIAL  COMMITTEE    ON   COUNCIL. 

"Charles  W.  Ashbury,  Pennsylvania; 
"J.  G.  Battelle,  Ohio; 
'H.  S.  Chamberlain,  Tennessee; 
'George  T.  Coppins,  Massachusetts; 
'Alfred  E.  Cox,  Massachusetts; 
'Marshall  dishing,  New  York; 
'Philip  T.  Dodge,  New  York; 
'Elliot  Durand,  Illinois; 
'A.  B.  Farquhar,  Pennsylvania; 
'Isaac  W.  Frank,  Pennsylvania; 
'C.  <  \  Hanch,  Indiana;  * 
'T.  R.  Hazard,  Rhode  Island; 
'John  A.  Hill,  New  York; 
'Richard  C.  Jenkinson,  New  Jersey; 
'John  Kirby,  jr.,  Ohio; 
'T.  S.  Laugh  1  in,  Maine; 
'Henry*  B.  Lupton,  Pennsylvania; 
'William  McCarroll,  New  York: 
'Edwin  D.  Metcalf.  New  York; 
'H.  E.  Miles,  Wisconsin; 
'Ludwig  Nissen,  New  York; 
'F.  C.  Nunemacher,  Kentucky; 
'David  M.  Parry,  Indiana; 
'J.  E.  Patterson,  Pennsylvania: 
'C.  W.  Post,  Michigan; 
'Daniel  C.  Ripley,  Pennsylvania; 
'William  B.  Koper.  Virginia; 
"Chailes  A.  Sclueren,  New  York; 
'B.  T.  Skinner,  Michigan; 
'H.  E.  Slayton,  New  Hampshire* 
'C.  H.  Smith,  Illinois; 
'Ellison  A.  Smyth,  South  Carolina; 
'Francis  H.  Stillman,  New  York; 
'B.  B.  Taggart,  New  York; 
'William  E.  Tallmadge,  Wisconsin; 
'D.  A.  Tompkins.  North  Carolina; 
'James  W.  Van  Cleave.  Missouri; 
'Richard  Young,  New  York." 

I  want  to  ask  if  you  recognize  in  that  list  the  names  of  a  large 
number  of  the  gentlemen  who  you  say  met  on  August  19,  19071 

Mr.  Emery.  I  recognize  some.  I  recognize  a  still  larger  number 
of  those  who  were  not  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  a  good  number  that  did  not  come;  but  that 
list  embraces  the  most  active  spirits  of  the  meeting  that  was  held 
on  August  19,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that.  There  were  probably 
five  or  six  hundred. 

Mr.  McCarter.  This  meeting  was  in  May,  and  the  meeting  in 
question  was  on  August  19. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand.  I  am  talking  about  this  being  the 
genesis  of  this  association.     The  president  then  went  on  to  say: 

Again  in  your  in  tercet  solely,  and  in  the  interest  of  American  industries  and  Amer- 
ican employers  and  the  owners  of  this  country,  I  urge  you  to  meet  me  in  this  con- 
ference at  8.30  this  evening.  I  thank  you  cordially  for  your  attention  during  my 
address: 

I  have  simply  read  that  to  you  so  as  to  ask  you  if  these  men  did  not 

meet,  and  if  as  the  result  of  that  meeting  which  they  held  there  was 

afterwards  convened  this  meeting  w\i\cAi^a&  \v*Y&w\  August  19,  and 
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some  other  organizations  invited  in,  and  if  that  does  not  mark  the 
beginning,  really,  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  Unquestionably,  Senator,  that  matter  you  referred 
to  had  to  do  with  that  meeting.     In  fact 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  So  that  the  primary  object  at  that  time  was 
to  raise  $500,000  each  year  for  three  years  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  primary  object  of  the  council  meeting  was 
nothing  of  the  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  I  say  at  this  time  when  this  meeting  was  held — this 
original  meeting  that  I  read  to  ^ou  about — they  were  called  together 
to  devise  ways  and  means  to  raise  $500,000  a  year  for  three  years? 
That  was  what  Mr.  Van  Cleave  got  them  together  for,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir,  it  was  not.  My  answer  to  that  is  this:  You 
have  a  stenographic  report  of  the  first  two  meetings,  of  the  confer- 
ences of  August  19  and  September  23  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  listen  to  my  question.  I  have  not  been  talk- 
ing about  the  meeting  of  August  19  or  that  of  September  23.  I  have 
been  talking  about  this  May  meeting,  in  which  Mr.  Van  Cleave  made 
the  speech  I  read  to  you.  I  read  where  Mr.  Van  Cleave  said  he 
wanted  to  raise  $500,000  a  year  for  three  years,  and  he  appointed  a 
committee  to  meet  him  that  night  at  8.30  o'clock,  and  they  met  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  the  meeting  of  that  night. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     That  was  their  purpose,  then,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know.     I  did  not  participate  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  it  is  so  stated  here: 

Mr.  Emery.  Will  you  let  me  hear  the  last  question  read  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  will  not  be  necessary  to  go  back,  because  if  you 
misunderstood  me,  that  is  absolutely  all  right. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  thought  you  asked  me  the  purpose  of  the  August 
meeting,  whether  it  was  not  so  and  so 

Senator  Cummins.  Does  the  record  show  that  that  committee  met  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  does  or  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  Your  question  involved  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Whether  it  was  not  called  for  that  purpose  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  clearly  an  error  of  speech. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  You  also  say  that  that  was  at  least  a 
part  of  the  genesis  of  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  sav  it  sounds  like  it. 

Senator  Reed.  You  know  that  you  afterwards  met  the  Manufac- 
turers' Association,  and  you  found  this  movement  somewhat  under 
way  and  being  discussed  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  it  had  been  under  discussion  for  years. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  I  want  to  know  whether — and  that  was  purely 
preliminary — the  very  purpose,  one  of  the  very  purposes — I  do  not  pay 
the  entire  purpose — of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 
was  not  to  raise  as  large  a  sum  of  monev  as  it  could?  Of  course 
I  mean  within  some  reasonable  amount.    'That  is  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  not  ?  Well,  let  me  see.  The  first  thing  you 
did  in  your  meeting  was  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers to  subscribe  $6,000  a  year  for  the  first  year. 
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Mr.  Emery.  To  guarantee  it. 

Senator  Reed.  To  guarantee  it.  And  its  guaranty  was  good,  was 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  association  you  were  connected  with  was 
to  put  up  $0,000  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  then  you  proposed  to  raise  $50  a  month  from 
every  association  that  you  could  get  to  join  and  get  to  agree  to  pay 
the  $50  a  month  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  appears  in  the  resolution. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  and  within  a  short  while  you  had  run  your 
membership  up,  your  paying  membership  up 

Mr.  Emery.  You  are  speaking  of  the  council  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  council.  You  had  run  its  membership  up  to 
over  a  hundred,  had  you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  You  mean  a  hundred  organizations? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  you  had  a  then  steady  income  of  $5,000  a 
month — when  you  got  up  to  a  hundred  you  had  a  steady  income  of 
$5,000  a  month — from  those  organizations  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  did  not,  because  your  assumption  is  wrong.  We 
did  not  get  the  money  from  the  organizations. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is,  you  did  not  get  the  $50  a  month? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  we  did  not.  No  organization  contributed  that 
amount. 

Senator  Reed.  I  asked  you  if  you  did  not  get  a  membership  of  fully 
1 00,  paying  members  within  a  short  space  of  time. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  we  did  not;  we  got  the  members,  but  not  paying 
members.  If  you  will  read  this  resolution,  you  will  see  they  were 
asked  to  join  without  any  financial  obligation  on  their  part. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  in  a  short  time  get  a  large  number  of  pay- 
ing members,  did  you  not? 

-Air.  Emery.  No,  we  did  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  Will  not  the  books  and  subscription  lists  show  that 
you  got  a  large  number  of  paying  members  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  have  our  books  and  subscription  list.  That 
is  the  quickest  way  to  get  at  that,  probably.  This  gentleman  did  not 
keep  the  books. 

i*r.  Emery.  I  can  answer  the  gentleman's  auestion. 

Mr.  McCarter.  There  is  no  concealment  about  it;  it  is  perfectly 
open. 

The  Chairman.  Let  him  answer,  then. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Senator  is  misapprehending  the  source  of  financial 
sapport  and  its  membership. 

Senator  F  eed.  While  we  are  right  at  it 

Senator  Nelson.  I  should  like  to  have  him  explain  to  us  the 
sources  of  the  income  of  the  council.     Can  you  give  that,  Mr.  Emery  t 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  1?eed.  I  was  about  to  ask  the  sources  of  the  income. 

Mr.  Emery.  May  I  answer  Senator  Nelson's  inquiry? 

Senator  Nelson.  Go  right  on  and  answer. 
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Mr.  Emery.  The  literature  sent  out  by  the  council,  ri^ht  from  the 
beginning,  asked  that  these  different  associations  should  authorize 
the  Washington  representative  of  the  council  to  represent  them,  with- 
out financial  liability. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  you  get  any  money,  and  where  did  you 
get  any  money? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  said  that  first  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers and  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  as  the  record  shows, 
contributed  to  the  support  of  the  council. 

The  Chairman.  We  know  that  already.  Where  did  you  get  the 
rest  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  second  appeal  was  for  voluntary  contributions 
from  individuals  or  firms  who  were  interested  in  the  work.  Some 
associations  did  contribute,  but  the  percentage  of  associations  which 
contributed  to  the  work  of  the  council  was  very  small.. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  much  did  they  contribute  a  year? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  tell  you,  but  I  know  it  was  comparatively 
small. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  how  much? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  the  books  show? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  everything  is  before  the  committee. 

Senator  Cummins.  We  want  to  get  positive  information. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  send  out  collecting  agents? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  hacl  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  the  question.  The  question  is,  do  you 
know  whether  anybody  was  sent  out  to  collect  money  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  do. 

Senator  Cummins.  They  could  not  live  without  money,  doing  what 
they  were  doing. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  not  asking  whether  they  could  live  or  could 
not  live.  You  said  they  sent  out  letters  asking  for  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions.     Now  you  say  they  sent  out  agents. 

ilr.  Emery.  I  am  trying  to  answer  your  question. 

Senator  Reed.  I  was  trying  to  get  that  information,  but  with  my 
mild  manner,  they  will  not  pay  as  much  attention  to  me  as  to  you. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  know  what  Lord  Byron  says  in  the  Corsair? 

Senator  Reed.  He  said  so  many  good  things  that  I  do  not  know 
which  one  it  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  want  me  to  quote  it,  do  you? 

He  said,  "He  was  the  mildest  manner'd  man  that  ever  scuttled 
ship  or  cut  a  throat."     [Laughter.] 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  much  obliged  to  you.  I  want  to  ask  you  now, 
right  on  this  line,  whether  you  did  not  almost  at  once  enter  upon  the 
policy  of  getting  subscriptions  and  pledges  of  financial  support — 
whether  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  did  not  do  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  it  did  not,  until  some 
time  in  1909.     I  can  not  say  precisely. 

Senator  Reed.  That  brings  me  to  the  very  question  I  wanted 
to  ask.  Prior  to  that  you  had  got  your  money  by  the  subscriptions 
that  came  from  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ana  from 
this  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Citizens7  Industrial  Association. 
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Senator  Reed.  From  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  and  pos- 
sibly some  other  contributions;  but  in  1909  you  had  a  lawyer,  and 
either  yourself  or  some  other  lawyer  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  being  a  corporation,  could 
not  legally  contribute  to  political  work.     Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  Emery.  Are  you  asking  me  now  whether  I  rendered  an  opin- 
ion? 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  the  stenographer  to  repeat  my  question. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question  as  follows:) 

Senator  Reed.  From  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  and  possibly  some  other 
contributions;  but  in  1909  you  had  a  lawyer,  and  either  yourself  or  some  other  lawyer 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  being  a  cor- 
poration, could  not  legally  contribute  to  political  work.     Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  answer  that,  Senator.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
opinion  of  that  character,  but  I  assume  that 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  would  not  assume  anything,  if  you  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  simply  assuming 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  not  assume. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  not  know  at  least  that  at  about  that  time 
the  Manufacturers'  Association  took  the  position  that  they  could  no 
longer  act  as  the  financial  backer  of  the  National  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense,  and  that  the  council  must  raise  its  own  money  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  they  arrived  at  it  for  that  reason.  It 
was  simply  a  financial  drain  on  them. 

Senator  Reed.  In  this  question  I  do  not  ask  you  the  reason,  because 
you  said  a  moment  ago  that  you  could  not  answer.  Do  you  not  know 
that  about  1909  there  was  a  change  made,  and  that  at  that  time  you 
understood  that  the  Manufacturers'  Association  would  no  longer  be 
the  principal  financial  backer  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  know  that  about  that  time  an  effort  was  made  to 
raise  money  for  the  council  by  requests  for  voluntary  contributions. 
That  Ls,  it  was  systematically  done. 

Senator  Reed.  And  about  that  time  you  quit  rendering  your  bills 
for  your  own  work  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  this  guaranty  of  one  year  was  up  about  that 
time. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  quit  on  account  of  the  guaranty  of  $500  a 
month  being  up,  or  did  you  quit  because  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  had  determined  that  it  must  change  its  policy,  or  at 
least  had  changed  its  policy  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  motive  which  you  ascribe  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  any  action  of  mine. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  ascribing  a  motive. 

Mr.  Emery.  You  asked  me  if  a  conclusion  of  the  Manufacturers 
Association  led  me  to  do  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  it  in  this  way.  Perhaps  we  will  have  to 
get  that  from  somebody  else.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  about  1909  you 
quit  rendering  your  bills  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
That  is  correct,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  tell  you  the  time,  Senator,  but  I  rendered  my 
bills  to  the  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  just  as  soon  as  it  had  money 
of  its  own.     That  is  the  best  I  can  say. 
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Senator  Reed.  The  board  of  directors,  or  the  men  who  had 
charge  of  this  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  all  the  time, 
were  the  president  and  secretary,  and  afterwards  they  got  a  treasurer, 
did  they  not;  and  those  men  met  from  time  to  time,  or  consulted 
together  from  time  to  time,  and  gave  such  directions  as  they  saw  fit? 

The  Chairman.  Before  that  question  is  answered,  let  me  ask  if  we 
have  a  copy  of  the  charter  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  in  the  hands  of  the  House  committee.  I 
have  sent  for  it,  and  it  was  to  be  here  before  we  began  this  morning. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  the  stenographer  to  read  my  ques- 
tion. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question,  as  follows:) 

Senator  Reed.  The  board  of  directors,  or  the  men  who  had  cliarge  of  this  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense  all  the  time,  were  the  president  and  secretary,  and 
afterwards  they  got  a  treasurer,  did  they  not;  and  those  men  met  from  time  to  time,  or 
consulted  together  from  time  to  time,  and  gave  such  directions  as  they  saw  fit? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  answer  that  by  yes  or  no. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  ever  meeting  except  the 
president  and  secretary  and  yourself,  after  this  organization  had  once 
been  effected,  to  wit,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  January,  1908? 

Mr.  Emery.  Do  you  mean  meeting  as  representatives  of  the 
council  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  meeting  as  the  council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  I  do  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  meet  with  the  president  and  secretary 
from  time  to  time  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  met,  did  the  secretary  have  anything  to 
do  with  the  orders  or  directions  that  were  given,  or  was  he  simply  a 
recording  officer  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  You  are  assuming  formal  meetings,  and  conferences 
of  that  kind  which  did  not  occur. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  have  them  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  they  were  informal,  of  the  utmost  informality. 

Senator  Reed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  then,  after  this  organization 
was  effected,  as  you  say,  and  in  the  way  you  have  described,  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  practically  went  ahead  and  did  such  things  as  he  thought 
he  cared  to  do?  He  did  not  have  any  meeting  of  any  board  of 
directors,  for  none  existed.     That  is  right,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  did  not  have  any  formal  meetings  even  of  the 
president,  the  secretary,  and  the  counsel  for  the  organization,  but  you 
did  occasionally  meet  and  talk  about  matters.  That  is  the  fact,  is 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator,  you  are  putting  your  thought  into  my  mouth. 
I  can  not  accept  your  description  as  at  all  accurate  in  any  particular. 

Senator  Reed.  Then,  if  you  can  not  accept  my  description,  say  no. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  say  no,  because  you  carry  an  implication  in 
your  question,  and  questions  carrying  an  implication  can  not  be 
answered  yes  or  no. 

Senator  Reed.  If  the  implication  is  true,  they  can  be  answered  yes; 
and  if  the  implication  is  not  true,  they  can  be  answered  no. 
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Mr.  Emery.  Lord  Charles  Russell  was  once  told  by  an  English  judge 
that  any  categorical  question  could  be  answered  yes  or  no,  whereupon 
Lord  Russell  asked  him,  "Have  you  quit  beating  your  wife?" 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  heard  that  old  joke  a  great  many  times,  and 
I  suppose  every  lawyer  is  familiar  with  it  who  has  read  the  biography 
of  Lord  Charles  Russell. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  very  applicable  to  this  case. 

Senator  Reed.  You  can  certainly  tell  me  whether  or  not  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  and  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  yourself  held  any  formal  meetings 
in  which  you  undertook  to  act  for  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  held  conferences  constantly  concerning  its 
activities,  and  were  in  constant  correspondence  with  all  its  members. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  correspondence.  I  am 
asking  about  the  meetings.  When  you  held  these  meetings  were  you 
called  together  in  a  formal  way,  or  did  you  just  meet  up  with  each 
other  and  go  ahead  and  talk  about  matters  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  conferences  were  of  the  most  informal  character. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  make  any  record  of  them  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  not  in  the  sense  which  you  imply. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  the  dominating  figure  ?  Who  really  ran 
the  thing  ?     Whose  word  was  the  final  word  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  every  matter  of  that  character  was  dis- 
cussed and  agreed  upon  among  us.  The  chairman  was  naturally  the 
one  who  gave  any  final  order. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  say  "  agreed  upon  among  us,"  do  you 
mean  just  yourself  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  or  was  Mr.  Schwedtman 
included  in  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  While  Mr.  Schwedtman  was  secretary,  he  was  present 
at  such  conferences. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  present  as  a  part  of  the  thing  itself,  as  a 
factor  in  it,  or  was  he  simply  there  as  a  recording  officer  1 

Mr.  Emery.  The  very  question  you  ask,  Senator,  always  implies 
a  condition  that  did  not  exist.  There  were  no  such  things  as  formal 
meetings  at  which  motions  were  put  and  propositions  were  made. 
Each  had  his  separate  line  of  activity,  and  I  as  counsel,  under  the 
direction  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  would  execute  what  he  conceived  to  be 
the  purpose  of  this  standing  committee  of  the  council. 

Senator  Reed.  Exactly.  So  that  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  whole 
course  of  the  existence  of  this  organization,  at  least  from  January  28, 
1908  down,  there  never  was  a  meeting  of  the  members  at  any  place, 
was  there  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  not  of  all  the  members. 

Senator  Reed.  There  never  was  a  formal  meeting  even  of  the  stand- 
ing board  at  any  place,  was  there  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Not  formal  in  the  sense  in  which  you  undoubtedly 
ask  it. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  sometimes  Mr. 
Schwedtman,  met,  and  you  talked  about  what  you  were  going  to  do, 
and  just  went  ahead  ana  did  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  nothing  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  distinction  from  my  question,  then  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Schwedtman,  or  Mr.  Schwedt- 
for  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  were  constantly  engaged  in  correspondence. 
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They  were  having  a  voluminous  correspondence  with  all  the  members 
of  the  council  relative  to  its  activities.  They  obtained  suggestions 
from  each,  requests  from  each,  and  inquiries  from  each. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Reed  did  not  ask  you  about  correspond- 
ence.    He  asked  you  if  you  actually  had  meetings  of  the  council. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  by  that  you  mean  a  meeting  of  all  the  members  of 
the  council,  we  never  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  meetings?  Did  you  and  Schwedt- 
man  and  Van  Cleave  discuss  matters  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Very  naturally,  wc  met  to  confer  over  the  affairs  of 
the  organization  of  which  we  were  the  standing  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  That  meant  no  more,  did  it,  than  the  fact  that  if 
Van  Cleave  wanted  to  talk  to  you  about  anything  he  would  come 
to  see  you,  or  send  for  you,  and  you  would  talk  it  over? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  sometimes  Mr.  Schwedtman  would  be  there 
and  sometimes  he  would  not;  and  then  you  three  conducted  a  corre- 
spondence? You  would  write  to  the  members  of  your  association 
from  time  to  time,  and  suggest  what  the  association  ought  to  do  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  vou  mean  the  council  as  distinct  from  the 
association?  You  used  the  word  "association."  Had  you  not 
better  make  the  distinction. 

Senator  Reed.  I  mean  the  council.  You  would  write  to  members 
of  the  council  from  time  to  time,  suggesting  things  that  you  thought 
ought  to  be  done  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  sent  out  to  them,  constantly,  information  with  respect 
to  legislation  pending  here,  in  the  form  of  bulletins  and  circulars,  in 
an  endeavor  to  do  what  I  was  employed  for,  to  keep  them  fullv 
informed  with  respect  to  the  legislation  in  which  they  were  interested. 

Senator  Reed.  In  a  word 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  I  understood  I  was  to  be  per- 
mitted to  make  a  statement,  and  that  after  I  had  endeavored  to  make 
clear  what  my  activities  were,  you  would  then  examine  me  in  any 
way  you  pleased. 

Senator  Reed.  In  a  word,  after  you  got  this  arrangement  made — 
by  whatever  term  we  designate  it  is  immaterial — you  three  gentle- 
men went  ahead  and  endeavored  to  carry  out  what  you  thought  was 
the  fundamental  purpose  of  this  organization. 

Mr.  Emery.  Wiiat  we  were  instructed  to  do  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  or 
by  the  resolution. 

Senator  Reed.  By  the  resolution.  And  once  in  awhile,  or  once  a 
week,  or  once  a  month,  or  at  a  given  period,  or  whenever  you  saw 
fit,  you  woujd  send  out  a  letter  or  a  circular  note  to  the  members  of 
the  association,  telling  them  what  you  had  accomplished. 

Mr.  Emery.  Supplemented  by  continuous  individual  correspond- 
ence with  the  different  members. 

The  Chairman.  Now  we  have  at  last  got  the  genesis  of  the  matter. 

Senator  Nelson.  Senator,  had  we  not  better  give  the  attorney  a 
chance  now  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  say  we  have  got  the  genesis  of  it  by  Senator 
Feed's  cross-examination  on  that.  Now  wc  will  let  you  go  ahead, 
Mr.  McCarter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  May  I  depart  from  the  immediate -line  of  inquiry 
long  enough  to  offer  !n  evidence  a  certified  c-o\vs*  oi  \\\fe  Ofc»s\sst  ^\ 
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the  association,  and  of  a  certificate  changing  the  number  of  directors! 
These  papers  come  from  the  House  committee,  and  will  have  to  be 
sent  back  there  as  soon  as  possible.     Senator  Cummins  asked  me  to 
produce  the  charter  and  have  it  copied  into  this  record. 
(The  documents  referred  to  are  as  follows:) 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  1. 

[Exhibit  No.  3.] 

CERTIFICATE   OP  INCORPORATION    OF  THE    NATIONAL  ASSOCIATION    OF  MANUFACTURERS 

OF  THE    UNITED   8TATES    OF  AMERICA. 

Whereas  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  of  the  United  States  of  America ' 
an  unincorporated  association  organized  for  purposes  for  which  a  corporation  may  be 
created  under  Article  XI  of  the  membership  corporations  law  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
has  by  unanimous  vote  of  all  its  members  present  and  voting  at  the  regular  annual 
meeting  or  convention  thereof  held  on  the  18th  day  of  May,  1905,  authorized  its  execu- 
tive committee  or  a  majority  thereof  (such  executive  committee  being  the  sole  govern- 
ing board  of  said  association  and  possessing  the  powers  and  attributes  of  directors 
thereof)  to  incorporate  said  association  for  the  same  purposes  under  Article  XI  of  the 
membership  corporations  law  of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  such  meeting  having 
adopted  the  name  "  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  of  the  United  States  of 
America0  as  the  corporate  name  of  said  corporation;  and  notice  of  the  intention  so  to 
incorporate  having  been  duly  given  at  least  thirty  days  before  such  meeting,  by  mail, 
to  each  member  of  such  association  whose  residence  or  post-office  address  is  known: 

Now,  therefore,  the  undersigned,  being  a  majority  of  such  executive  committee,  and 
all  being  persons  of  full  age  and  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  at  least  one  thereof 
being  a  resident  of  the  State  of  New  York,  desiring  to  form  a  corporation  for  the  pur- 
poses hereinafter  set  forth,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  membership  corporations 
law  entitled  "An  act  relating  to  membership  corporations/'  approved  May  8th,  1895, 
and  as  since  from  time  to  time  amended,  do  hereby  make,  sign,  acknowledge,  and  file 
this  certificate  as  follows: 

First.  The  name  of  the  proposed  corporation  is  "National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers of  the  United  States  of  America. " 

Second.  The  general  objects  and  purposes  for  which  the  said  corporation  is  formed 
are,  the  promotion  of  the  industrial  interests  of  the  United  States,  tne  fostering  of  the 
domestic  and  foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States,  the  betterment  of  the  relations 
between  employer  and  employee,  the  protection  of  the  individual  liberty  and  rights  of 
employer  and  employee,  the  education  of  the  public  in  the  principles  of  individual 
liberty  and  ownership  of  property,  the  support  of  legislation  in  furtherance  of  those 
principles  and  opposition  to  legislation  in  derogation  thereof. 

The  particular  objects  and  purposes  of  said  corporation  are  to  establish  and  m^int^in 
a  mutual  and  cooperative  organization  of  American  manufacturers  in  the  United  States 
for  the  fostering  of  their  trade,  business  and  financial  interests,  to  reform  abuses  relative 
thereto,  to  secure  freedom  from  unlawful  and  unjust  exactions  to  diffuse  accurate 
and  reliable  information  as  to  the  standing  of  merchants  and  other  matters,  to  procure 
uniformity  and  certainty  in  the  customs  and  usages  pertaining  to  the  trade  business  and 
financial  interests  of  the  members  of  said  corporation,  to  settle  differences  between  its 
members,  to  promote  a  more  enlarged  and  friendly  intercourse  between  the  manufac- 
turers of  the  United  States  and  to  do  all  things  necessary  to  carry  out  the  aforesaid 
purposes  for  the  mutual  benefit  and  protection  of  its  members,  under  and  subject  to 
such  regulations,  conditions  and  limitations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  by-laws. 

Manufacturers  may,  from  time  to  time,  be  electee!  to  membership  in  such  manner  and 
subject  to  such  conditions  and  regulations  and  limitations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
by-laws  and  no  person  (except  members  of  such  previously  unincorporated  association) 
not  so  elected  snail  have  any  right  or  interest  in  this  corporation  or  enjoy  any  of  the 
privileges  or  benefits  thereof. 

The  corporation  is  not  organized  for  pecuniary  profit,  and  shall  not  make  or  declare 
dividends. 

In  furtherance  of  its  said  objects  and  purposes  said  corporation  shall  have  power  to 
purchase  and  acquire  in  the  State  of  New  York  and  elsewhere,  such  real  and  personal 
estate  and  property  as  may  be  necessary  or  proper,  and  to  mortgage  the  same  to  secure 
the  payment  of  any  bonds  which  may  be  issued  by  the  corporation,  and  generally  to  do 
any  and  all  things  which  may  be  necessary  or  proper  in  connection  with  its  business 
and  purposes  which  may  not  be  contrary  {o  law. 
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Third.  The  principal  office  of  the  corporation  is  to  be  located  in  the  Borough  of  Man- 
hattan, city,  county  and  State  of  New  York. 

Fourth.  The  number  of  its  directors  shall  be  twenty-one. 

Fifth.  The  territory  within  which  its  operations  shall  be  conducted  shall  be  the 
United  States  and  foreign  countries. 

Sixth.  Its  duration  shall  be  perpetual. 

Seventh.  The  names  and  places  of  residence  of  the  persons  to  be  its  directors  until 
the  first  annual  meeting  are  as  follows: 

NAMES  AND   PLACES   OF  RESIDENCE. 

D.  M.  Parry,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  18$  W.  Market  St. 
J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  3500  N.  2d  St. 
Ludwig  Nissen,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  182  Broadway. 
Elliott  Durand,  Chicago,  111.,  170  Randolph  St. 

B.  T.  Skinner,  Battle  Creek,  Mich.,  S.  Kendal  St. 
A.  H.  Bullard,  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  525  Broad  St. 
A.  B.  Farquhar,  York,  Pa.,  142  N.  Duke  St. 
George  T.  Coppins,  Boston,  Mass.,  128  Federal  St. 

C.  W.  Post,  Battle  Creek,  Mich.,  494  Marshall  St. 


F.  C.  Minnernacher,  Louisville,  Ky.,  436  W.  Main  St. 
Marshall  Cushing,  New  York,  N.  V, 


170  Broadway. 
John  Kirby,  jr.,T)ayton,  Ohio,  2240  E.  3d  St. 
Richard  C.  Jenkinson,  Newark,  N.  J.,  289  Washington  St. 
Daniel  C.  Ripley,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  9th  and  Bingham  Sts. 
H.  S.  Smith,  Mewasha,  Wis. 

H.  S.  Chamberlain,  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  42  Chamberlain  Bldg. 
D.  A.  Tompkins,  Charlotte  N.  C,  25  S.  Church  St. 
Edward  H.  Dean,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  10th  St.  &  Senate  Ave. 
George  A.  Draper,  Hopedale,  Mass. 
William  McCarroll,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Ferry  and  Cliff  Ste. 
F.  H.  Stillman,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Eighth.  The  date  for  holding  its  annual  meeting  shall  be  the  third  Tuesday  in  May. 
In  witness  whereof  we  have  made,  signed,  acknowledged  and  filed  this  certificate 
in  duplicate  this  18  day  of  May,  1905. 


D.  M.  Parry. 
J.  W.  Van  Cleave. 
Ludwig  Nissen. 
John  Kirby,  Jr. 
Richard  C.  Jenkinson. 
Daniel  C.  Ripley. 
H.  S.  Smith. 


seal. 

SEAL. 
SEAL. 
SEAL. 
SEAL. 
SEAL. 
SEAL. 


H.  S.  Chamberlain. 
D.  A.  Tompkins. 
Edward  H.  Dean. 
Geo.  A.  Draper. 
Wm.  McCarroll. 
F.  H.  Stillman. 


seal, 
seal. 

8EAL. 
SEAL. 
SEAL. 
SEAL. 


State  of  Georgia,  County  of  Fulton,  **; 

On  this  18th  day  of  May,  1905,  before  me  personally  came  D.  M.  -Barry,  J.  W.  Van 
Cleave,  Ludwig  Nissen,  Jno.  Kirby,  jr.,  Richard  C.  Jenkinson,  Danl.  C.  Ripley,  H.  S. 
Smith,  H.  S.  Chamberlain,  D.  T.  Tompkins,  Edward  H.  Dean,  Geo.  A.  Draper, 
Wm.  McCarroll,  &  F.  H.  Stillman,  to  me  personally  known  and  known  to  me  to 
be  the  individuals  described  in  and  who  executed  the  foregoing  certificate  of  incorpo- 
ration and  they  severally  acknowledged  to  me  that  they  executed  the  same. 

[seal.]  W.  W.  Causey, 

Notary  Public,  Fulton  County,  Georgia, 
State  op  Georgia,  Fulton  County: 


record, 

foraaic rf , rr  _._..._  , 

and  that  his  commission  as  such  notary  expires  with  the  7th  day  of  March  1908,  and 
that  he  resides  in  said  county  of  Fulton. 

I  further  certify  that  I  am  acquainted  with  the  signature  of  the  said  W.  W.  Causey, 
as  such  notary  pi  blic,  to  the  instrument  hereto  attached;  that  the  same  is  genuine 
and  that,  under  the  laws  of  Georgia,  he  is  authorized  to  attest  instruments  for  record, 
take  acknowledgments  and  administer  oaths. 

In  witness  of  all  of  which,  I  hererntq  subscribe  my  hand  and  affix  the  seal  of  said 
court,  this  the  18th  day  of  May,  1905. 

[seal.]  Arnold  Broyles, 

Clerk  of  the  Superior  Court  of  Fultou  CoxwvV^^a. 

(Endorsed:)  Certificate  of  incorporation  oi  the  Na\.Yoi\&\  \ssrc\aASaiv  ^^*^^*^\ 
ers  o!  the  United  States  of  America.     I  hereby  approve  ol  VYva  VYOuuv  <»***»«»*  *■ 
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of  the  filing  thereof.  Dated.  New  York,  Aug.  21st,  1905.  Victor  J.  Dowling.  justice 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  New  York.  State  of  New  York.  Office  of 
secretary  of  state.  Filed  and  recorded  Aug.  22,  1905.  J.  B.  H.  Mongin,  deputy 
secretary  of  state. 

State  of  New  York, 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  ss: 

I  have  compared  the  preceding  with  the  original  certificate  of  incorporation  of 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  of  the  United  States  of  America,  filed  and 
recorded  in  this  oifice  on  the  22nd  day  of  August,  1905,  and  do  hereby  certify 
the  same  to  be  a  correct  transcript  therefrom  and  of  the  whole  of  said  original. 

Witness  my  hand  and  the  seal  of  office  of  the  secretary  of  state,  at  the  city  of  Albany, 
this  twentv-sixth  dav  of  Julv.  one  thousand  nine  hv.ndred  and  thirteen. 

J08EPH    PlDGEON, 

Second  Deputy  Secretary  of  State. 

(State  of  New  York  [seal]  secretary  of  state.) 


Emery  Exhibit  No.  2. 

[Exhibit  No.  4.] 
CERTIFICATE   CHANGING    NUMBER   OF   DIRECTORS. 

We,  the  undersigned,  being  a  majority  of  the  directors  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  of  the  United  States  of  America,  a  membership  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  with  its  principal  office  at  No.  170  Broadway, 
Borough  of  Manhattan,  city,  county  and  State  of  New  York,  do  hereby  certify: 

First.  That  at  an  annual  meeting  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  held  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria,  Borough  of  Manhattan,  New 
York  City,  State  of  New  Y'ork,  on  the  18th  day  of  May,  1910,  a  majority  of  the  members 
of  said  association  present  at  said  annual  meeting  voted  to  change  the  number  of  its 
directors  from  twenty-one  to  thirty. 

Second.  That  the  resolution  changing  the  number  of  directors  from  twenty-one  to 
thirty,  adopted  by  a  majority  vote  at  said  annual  meeting,  was  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  we,  a  majority  of  the  members  present  at  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  this  18th  day  of  May,  1910,  vote  infavor  of 
changing  paragraph  four  to  the  present  certificate  of  incorporation,  reading  as  follows: 
"Fourth.  The  number  of  its  directors  shall  be  twenty, one,' '  so  that  it  shall  read: 
"Fourth.  The  number  of  its  directors  shall  be  thirty. " 

Third:  In  witness  whereof,  we,  a  majority  of  the  directors  of  the  said  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  of  the  United  States  of  America,  have  hereunto  signed 
and  acknowledged  this  certificate,  specifying  the  increase  in  the  number  of  said 
directors  of  this  membership  corporation,  and  direct  that  it  shall  be  filed  in  accord- 
ance with  the  membership  corporation  law  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

Dated,  New  York,  May  19,  1910. 

John  Kirby,  Jr.  C.  C.  Hanch. 

H.  S.  Chamberlain.  Chas.  M.  Jarvis. 

Francis  H.  Stillman.  H.  E.  Miles. 

Daniel  0.  Ripley.  Enos  Paullin. 

Henry  B.  Joy.  D.  M.  Parry. 
J.  G.  Battelle. 

Acknowledged  to  before  me  this  19th  day  of  May,  1910. 

[seal.]  H.  L.  Stewart, 

Notary  Public,  N.  Y.  County. 

State  op  New  York, 

County  of  New  York,  88. 

On  this  19th  day  of  May,  1910,  before  me,  a  notary  public  in  and  for  the  county  of 
New  York,  personallv  came  and  appeared  John  Kirby,  jr.,  H.  S.  Chamberlain,  Francis 
H.  Stillman,  DanielC.  Ripley,  Henry  B.  Joy,  J.  G.  Battelle,  C.  C.  Hanch,  Chas.  M. 
Jarvis,  H.  E.  Miles,  Enos  Paullin,  and  D.  M.  Parry,  to  me  personally  known  and 
known  to  me  to  be  the  individuals  described  in  and  who  executed  the  foregoing 
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instrument,  and  they  duly  severally  acknowledged  to  me  that  they  severally  exe- 
cuted the  same. 
[seal.]  H.  L.  Stewart, 

Notary  Public,  N.  Y.  County. 

(Endorsed:)  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  Certificate  changing  number  of  directors.  State  of  New  York,  office  of 
secretary  of  state.  Filed  and  recorded  June  30, 1910.  Samuel  S.  Koenig,  secretary 
of  state. 

State  of  New  York, 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  ss: 

I  have  compared  the  preceding  with  the  original  certificate  to  increase  the  number 
of  directors  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  of  the  United  States  of 
America  filed  and  recorded  in  this  office  on  the  30th  day  of  June,  1910,  and  I  do 
hereby  certify  the  same  to  be  a  correct  transcript  therefrom  and  of  the  whole  thereof. 

Witness  my  hand  and  the  seal  of  office  of  the  secretary  of  state,  at  the  city  of  Albany, 
this  twenty-sixth  day  of  July,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  thirteen. 

Joseph  Pidgeon, 
Second  Deputy  Secretary  of  State. 
(State  of  New  York  [seal]  secretary  of  state.) 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Emery,  do  you  know  who  was  engaged  in 
soliciting  and  procuring  the  voluntary  contributions  that  supported 
the  efforts  of  the  council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Who  was  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  F.  F.  Porter  was  in  charge  of  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  came  down  to  Washington  and  opened  an 
office,  and  from  that  time  to  the  present  have  continued  to  reside  here, 
and  to  carry  on  your  work  here  and  elsewhere,  have  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery,   i  es. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Will  you  please  explain  to  this  committee  as  con- 
cisely as  you  can  what  activities  you  at  once  undertook,  and  have  since 
engaged  in,  on  behalf  of  the  council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  undertook  to  obtain  and  analyze  all  bills  pending 
before  the  House  and  Senate  with  respect  to  what  I  may  broadly 
term  to  be  labor  legislation,  or  matters  affecting  the  relations  between 
employer  and  employee.  I  was  representing  a  body  of  organizations 
dedicated  to  the  principle  of  the  open  shop,  and  as  I  understood  it, 
they  were  interested  in  all  legislation  the  enect  of  which  was  to  lessen 
the  protection  to  which  either  employer  or  employee  was  entitled,  who 
undertook  to  operate  an  open  shop  or  work  in  one. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  secured  copies  of  all  bills  in  relation  to  those  activ- 
ities, analyzed  their  meaning,  undertook  to  ascertain  their  relative 
importance,  and  distributed  in  circular  or  bulletin  form  the  informa- 
tion I  thus  obtained,  sending  these  bulletins  to  all  members  of  the 
council. 

I  undertook  to  respond  to  all  inquiries  from  members  of  the  council, 
whether  individuals  or  associations,  with  respect  to  pending  legislation 
of  that  character. 

I  appeared  before  the  committees  of  Congress  in  which  such  legis- 
lation was  pending,  when  I  could  secure  the  opportunity  to  do  so. 

I  made  a  great  number  of  addresses  before  organizations  through- 
out the  country,  which  were  members  of  the  council,  these  addresses 
being  on  these  and  allied  subjects,  and  whenever  occasion  required  I 
engaged  in  argument,  either  before  committees  or  otv  ti\fc  ^SaNksra^ 
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and  I  wrote  many  articles  for  the  public  press  on  the  general  prin- 
ciples of  this  legislation. 

Those  whom  I  represented  were  dedicated  very  strongly  to  certain 
fixed  principles,  and  there  had  appeared  in  the  legislation  here  a  con- 
tinuous, organized,  systematic  effort,  on  the  part  of  those  who  were 
determined  to  secure  a  closed  shop,  to  get  such  legislation  as  would 
enable  them  to  successfully  impose  their  organized  will  on  those  who 
operated  an  open  shop,  so  that  in  such  clashes  as  occurred,  the  operat- 
ing principle  of  such  a  combination  would  not  have  the  same  rule  and 
principle  of  law  applied  to  it  that  applied  to  other  combinations  under- 
taking to  attain  the  same  end  ana  by  the  same  means. 

That  principle  was  illustrated,  as  we  saw  it,  in  all  forms  of  legisla- 
tion which  undertook  to  secure  to  labor  organizations  immunity  from 
legal  consequences  for  participating  in  the  sympathetic  strike,  legis- 
lation which  undertook  to  deprive  the  equity  court  in  any  way  of  its 
power  to  give  the  constitutional  right  of  protection  guaranteed  to  the 
citizen  against  irreparable  damage  threatened  by  the  act  of  such  a 
combination. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Have  you  specimens  of  your  bulletins  to  which 
you  have  referred  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  A  great  many. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Will  you  produce  a  few  samples. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Were  your  activities  confined  to  that  alone? 

Mr.  Emery.  Are  you  speaking  of  my  personal  activities  ? 

The  Chairman.  As  a  representative  of  this  organization? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  not  your  activities  include  legislation  with 
respect  to  a  ship  subsidy,  a  tariff  commission,  or  any  of  those  things? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  Personally,  as  a  representative  of  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
promotion  of  or  opposition  to  any  legislation  pertaining  to  the  tariff, 
ui  any  way,  shape  or  form,  not  even  the  tariff  commission  legislation, 
or  the  ship  subsidy  legislation,  to  which  you  have  referred.  As  the 
office  or  bureau  here  grew,  I  mean  as  the  number  of  inquiries  which 
came  in  increased,  and  the  existence  of  the  bureau  began  to  attract 
more  general  attention,  a  groat  many  members,  especially  of  the 
National  Association  ol  Manufacturers  and  of  these  other  organiza- 
tions, sent  in  inquiries  with  respect  to  all  kinds  of  pending  legislation. 
I  always  undertook,  as  nearly  as  I  could,  to  reply  to  every  such 
inquiry,  and  to  give  any  information  with  respect  to  it  that  I  could. 

I  say  that  as  distinct  from  any  effort  to  promote  or  oppose  any  such 
legislation,  I  undertook  to  answer  any  inquiry  I  could  with  respect 
to  the  character  of  pending  legislation,  and  if  any  member  of  this 
association  inquired  for  a  copy  of  a  bill,  a  Senate  report,  a  House 
report,  or  any  other  kind  of  document  that  was  of  interest,  we  under- 
took to  supply  it. 

In  addition  to  that,  we  further  undertook  to  supply  information 
with  respect  to  the  activities  of  all  the  public  departments  that  were 
of  interest  to  business  men,  with  reference  to  which  we  received  con- 
stant inquiries. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  appear  before  committees  on  some  other 
bills,  did  you  not  ? 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  have  never  appeared  before  any  committee  of  Con- 
gress, of  the  Senate  or  House,  in  which  the  principles  I  have  described 
were  not  at  issue. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  directly  or  indirectly? 

Mr.  Emery.  Either  directly  or  indirectly;  because  sometimes  on  the 
face  of  a  bill  perhaps  it  did  not  appear  that  there  was  anything 
directly  related  to  the  movement  which  I  represented,  or  the  issue  or 
principle  in  which  we  were  so  deeply  concerned. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  not  mistaken  about  that?  Did  you  not 
once  appear  before  me  on  another  matter  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  going  to  say  that  I  appeared  before  you  because 
the  principle  in  which  I  was  most  interested  was  notably  at  issue. 

The  Chairman.  On  a  bill  providing  that  three  judges  should  sit 
in  an  injunction  case  where  the  question  of  the  constitutionality  of 
a  State  statute  was  involved? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  and  if  you  wiH  permit  me  I  will  explain  exactly 
why  I  thought  the  proposition  before  you  was  one  of  fundamental 
importance  to  those  whom.  I  represented. 

The  Chairman.  I  just  wanted  to  know  if  you  wished  to  explain 
that. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  explain  it  in  a  sentence.  I  do  not  want  to  be 
misunderstood  in  relation  to  my  own  activities. 

The  Chairman.  I  simply  wanted  to  know  the  extent  of  your  activi- 
ties.    I  could  not  see  how  that  came  in,  at  all. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Explain  it. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  most  vital  principle  to  which  we  were  committed 
with  reference  to  securing  the  protection  of  an  equity  court  was 
by  a  restraining  order  or  temporary  injunction  issued  by  one  judge, 
upon  an  application  presenting  a  state  of  facts  creating  equity 
jurisdiction. 

The  Chairman.  But  that  was  limited  to  the  constitutionality  of  a 
State  statute. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  not  regarding  any  labor  movement. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  it  was  within  the  power  of  Congress  to  say  it  was 
necessary  for  three  judges  to  meet  for  the  purpose  of  considering  an 
application  for  a  restraining  order  to  prevent  the  doing  of  irrepar- 
able injury  by  the  enforcement  of  a  State  law  which  in  the  opinion 
of  the  complainant  was  invalid,  then  by  the  same  principle  it  was 
within  the  power  of  Congress  to  say  tnat  three  judges  should  be 
required  to  sit  on  an  application  for  a  restraining  order  under  any 
other  application.     At  least,  that  is  as  we  saw  it. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  question  of  its  being  within  the  power  of 
Congress  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  But  the  bill  that  Senator  Overman  refers  to  was 
simply  a  bill  providing  that  the  enforcement  of  a  State  statute — not 
a  stride  order,  but  a  State  statute — should  not  be  enjoined  until  three 
judges  had  concurred  in  the  order. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  understand  no  distinction,  sir,  in  the  character  of 
the  relief  desired,  when  it  is  alleged  that  irreparable  damage  is  about 
to  be  inflicted,  whether  the  aggressor  is  a  State  officer  or  an  individual. 
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Senator  Reed.  But  you  have  just  said — and  that  is  what  these 
questions  are  directed  to — that  you  only  dealt  with  these  labor 
problems. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  principles  involved  in  them,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No,  but  a  State  passes  a  law  fixing  passenger 
rates 

Mr.  Emery.  A  statute. 

Senator  Reed.  The  State  passes  a  statute  fixing  passenger  rates, 
and  that  is  the  law  that  Senator  Overman  speaks  of.  This  bill  was 
intended  to  provide  that  a  State  statute  fixing  passenger  rates  should 
not  be  interfered  with  until  three  judges  had  met  and  decided  that 
it  was  an  invalid  statute.  Do  you  say  that  that  is  related  to  labor 
legislation  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say,  Senator,  that  the  limitation  you  describe  was 
not  included  in  the  bill.     It  was  general  in  its  nature. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  general,  but  you  knew  that  no  bill  passed  by 
any  legislature  would  provide  for  strikes  or  lockouts,  or  anything  of 
that  kind,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  not  at  all  concerned  in  that,  Senator.  I  was 
concerned  in  the  vital  principle  that  was  to  be  established  by  the 
precedent  created  in  that  legislation,  which  would  have  been  appli- 
cable to  labor  disputes,  which  was  the  immediate  subject  in  which 
we  were  interested,  and  it  was  to  that 

Senator  Reed.  It  would  not  have  been  applicable  until  Congress 
had  passed  another  separate  law  making  it  applicable,  would  it 1 

Mr.  Emmery.  Certainly,  sir.  If  vou  will  permit  me,  any  State 
might  pass  legislation  which  would  deprive  an  employer,  or  under- 
take to  deprive  him,  of  his  rights,  by  preventing  him  from  securing 
the  enforcement  of  the  equity  process;  and  in  my  mind  it  would  then 
be  within  that  employer's  power  to  go  into  a  court  of  equity  and 
make  his  application  for  an  injunction  to  restrain  the  enforcement  of 
legislation  of  that  character.  Anything  that  deprived  him  of  that 
right  would,  I  believe,  be  invalid,  and  if  the  precedent  that  was 
sought  to  be  created  in  this  legislation  could  have  been  applied  to 
labor  legislation,  it  would  have  created  a  condition  in  wnich  any 
employer  seeking  protection  against  a  statute  of  this  character  might 
have  to  make  his  application  to  three  judges. 

Senator  Reed.  But  it  was  not  being  applied  to  labor  controversies. 
It  was  only  being  applied  to  passenger  rates. 

Mr.  Emery.  Our  principle  was  to  meet  the  abuse  when  it  arose. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  you  will  allow  me  to  suggest  it,  Senator  Over- 
man and  I  know  that  you  did  appear  before  us  in  that  matter,  and 
we  are  judges  of  that  question,  and  this  is  more  like  an  argument 
between  you  and  the  Senator.  Our  committee  is  the  juuge,  on 
questions  of  that  kind.     It  is  for  us  to  determine  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Heed.  In  view  of  the  great  wisdom  that  you  have  accumu- 
lated, I  was  trying  to  get  a  little  light  on  it  myself.  Of  course  I  was 
not  there.  Senator  Overman  knows  it,  and  you  know  it;  but  I  was 
not  present,  and  I  wranted  to  find  out. 

Senator  Nelson.  My  recollection  is  that  he  appeared  before  us  and 
opposed  that  legislation. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  he  did.     He  says  he  did. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  and  I  am  simply  giving  my  reasons  for  it. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Whether  he  was  justified  in  that  is  a  matter  for 
the  committee  to  del  ermine. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  says  he  scented  in  that  particular  bill  the 
possibility  of  the  principle  being  eventually  applied  to  his  disadvantage 
in  connection  witn  labor  legislation. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  whole  course  of  our  conduct  has  been  to  protect 
what  we  believed  to  be  our  rights  against  an  attack  upon  the  equity 
power,  which  we  believe  to  be  of  the  utmost  importance  to  us. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  now  offer  in  evidence,  without  taking  time  to 
read  them,  a  lot  of  these  bulletins  wrhat  were  issued  from  time  to  time 
by  Mr.  Emery  to  members  of  the  council. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  wrant  them  all  printed  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  so. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  want  them  printed,  let  them  go  in. 

Senator  Walsh.  Wait  a  moment.  What  is  the  purpose  of  that? 
Mr.  Emery  has  stated  in  a  general  way  what  his  ideas  about  this 
matter  are. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  only  goes  to  show  that  Mr.  Emery  was  not 
spending  his  time  in  secret  committee  rooms,  in  secret  conferences 
with  Members  of  Congress.  It  shows  that  he  was  busy  in  this  kind 
of  thing. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  he  has  so  testified :  or  at  least  he  could  do  so. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  seems  to  me  that  tnese  bulletins  show  what 
they  were  doing  here. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  they  were  doing,  and  what  the  work  was. 
We  do  not  ask  him  to  read  them. 

The  Chairman.  Let  them  go  in,  but  do  not  discuss  it. 

Mr.  Emery.  Will  you  state,  Mr.  McCarter,  that  these  do  not  include 
all  the  bulletins  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  No;  these  are  samples. 

Mr.  Emery.  These  exhibits  are  characteristic  in  their  nature. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  are  a  lot  of  these  things  in  evidence  in  con- 
nection with  the  Mulhall  papers.  I  thought  they  would  serve  as  a 
general  indication  of  that  line  of  work. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  suppose  he  wants  to  show  that  he  was  doing 
legitimate  business. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Certainly;  that  we  were  engaged  in  what  we  deemed 
to  be  legitimate,  proper  wrork. 

The  Chairman.  Tliese  bulletins  were  sent  to  manufacturers,  not  to 
Congressmen. 

Mr.  McCarter.  To  manufacturers. 

Mr.  Emery.  And  to  Congressmen  also. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  apprehend  that  no  one  will  question  the  pro- 
priety of  that  kind  of  activity. 

(The  bulletins  and  circular  letters  referred  to,  marked,  respectively, 
"Emery  Exhibits  Nos.  3  to  24,"  inclusive,  are  here  printed  in  the 
record,  as  follows:) 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  3. 

Citizens  Industrial  Association  op  America, 

New  York,  January  17,  1908. 

I  am  taking  the  first  opportunity  after  the  convention  of  Congress  for  the  long  session 
to  call  your  special  attention  to  those  bills  now  before  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the 
House,  which  are  of  greatest  interest  to  you  and  your  organiz.^io>Tv  V^ratt&fe  ^Oass^  *«sk> 
either  direct  attempts  at  class  legislation  in  the  inteies*.  oi  ot^wiaa^ivsi»^AVfiQ«t.  <sOb»n<s> 
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such 

ID 


an  indirect  relation  thereto.  It  is  my  intention  to  keep  you  informed  concerning  sw 
additional  bills  as  may  be  presented  to  this  committee  or  to  the  House  Committee' 
Labor,  or  tin?  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  or  Committee  on  Labor.  At  the  pa-sent 
moment,  the  bills  before  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  are  of  special  importance 
because,  between  the  1st  and  the  loth  of  February,  they  will  in  all  probability  be  the 
subject  of  argument  before  this  committee,  in  which  their  legal  aspect  will  be  first  con- 
sidered. This  argument  for  and  against  them  to  be  followed  by  such  further  evidence 
of  their  expediency,  inexpediency,  wisdom  or  unwisdom  as  may  be  then  found  neces- 
sary and  to  such  extent  as  may  be  then  deemed  expedient. 

ft  is  not  my  purpose  in  this  note  to  you  to  make  any  argument  concerning  the  bills 
except  such  as  is  necessarily  involved  in  their  explanation.  I,  however,  desire  to 
make  their  purpose  clear  to  you  and  will  refer  to  them  by  their  House  number,  in  order 
that  in  future  communications  they  may  be  so  designated. 

To  take  them  up  in  their  order: 

House  resolution  No.  t>l :  This  is  a  bill  to  regulate  the  practice,  pleadings,  forms  and 
mode  of  proceeding  in  civil  causes  in  equity  in  the  circuit  courts  of  the  United  States. 
Its  purpose  is  to  make  the  practice,  pleadings,  forms  and  mode  of  procedure  in  civil 
cases  in  equity  in  United  States  circuit  courts  conform  to  the  practice,  pleadings, 
forms  and  modes  of  proceedings  provided  for  the  courts  of  record  in  the  State  in  which 
the  United  States  circuit  happens  to  sit.  In  other  words,  practice  and  procedure  will 
vary  in  the  different  United  States  circuit  courts  in  accordance  with  the  variations  in 
the  practice  and  procedure  in  the  various  State  courts  of  the  State  in  which  the  circuit 
court  sits.  This  bill  is  of  indirect  interest  to  us  because  the  practice  and  rules  of  the 
United  States  courts,  instead  of  being  uniform,  as  they  now  are,  would  reflect  hostile 
labor  legislation  in  even'  State.    Thus,  for  instance,  if  any  State  fixed  as  a  rule  ot 

{>rocedure  that  no  injunction  should  be  issued  in  a  labor  dispute  without  notice  and 
tearing  to  the  adverse  party,  then,  if  House  resolution  No.  61  were  the  law,  the 
Federal  circuit  court  sitting  in  that  State  would  likewise  be  compelled  to  require  a 
notice  and  hearing  before  an  injunction  could  be  issued  in  its  jurisdiction,  thus  de- 
priving the  plaintiff  of  a  Federal  remedy  now  existing. 

House*  resolution  No.  (><),  introduced  by  Mr.  Henry,  of  Texas,  provides  that  no  writ 
of  injunction  or  temporary  restraining  order  shall  be  granted  in  any  case  without 
previous  reasonable  notice  to  the  adverse  party  or  his  attorney,  of  the  time  and  place 
of  moving  for  the  same. 

As  you  doubtless  know,  it  is  presently  within  the  discretion  of  a  Federal  judge,  if 
circumstances  seem  to  require  it,  to  issue  an  ex  parte  restraining  order  which  goes 
into  immediate  effect  and  preserves  existing  conditions  until  a  hearing  can  l>e  had. 
If  House  resolution  No.  CM  ltccame  the  law,  this  could  no  longer  be  done  without 
previous  notice  to  the  adverse  party,  who,  of  course,  must  be  found  and  served  with 
such  notice. 

This  bill  differs  from  the  Gilbert  bill  previously  supported  by  the  railroad  brother- 
hoods in  that  it  applies  to  all  cases,  while  the  Gilbert  bill  applied  only  to  labor  dis- 
putes, and  secondly  the  Gilbert  bill  required  notice  and  hearing.  This  bill  requires 
only  notice.  It  will  then  be  for  the  judge  to  require  a  hearing  or  not,  in  accordance 
with  the  impression  made  upon  him  by  the  argument  of  the  adverse  party. 

House  resolution  No.  !H:  This  is  the  famous  Pearre  bill  which  for  two  years  has 
represented  the  extreme  expression  of  radical  anti-injunction  legislation;  it  was 
framed  by  Mr.  Spelling  for  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  and  introduced  by  Mr. 
Pearre,  of  Maryland,  by  request.  The  bill,  as  introduced  this  session,  differs  from 
the  old  bill  in  that  the  old  bill  provided  that  the  good  will  of  a  business  should  not 
be  construed,  held,  considered  or  treated  as  a  property  right.  That  provision  is  left 
out  of  the  pending  bill.  This  bill  purposes  to  regulate  the  issuance  of  restraining 
orders  and  injunctions  granted  by  United  States  circuit  courts  or  judges  only  in 
cases  involving  a  labor  dispute,  but  it  seeks  for  the  purpose  of  the  act  to  declare  that 
some  things  hitherto  held  to  be  property  rights  in  all  our  courts,  as  in  the  English 
courts,  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  the  act,  not  be  considered  property  rights  and  there- 
fore not  entitled  to  the  protection  of  an  injunction  when  threatened  with  injury. 
For  the  purpose  of  the  act,  no  right  ''to  assume,  create  or  maintain  the  relation  of 
employer  and  employe  or  any  righi  to  carry  on  any  particular  kind  of  business  at 
any  particular  place  nr  at  all,"  areto  be  considered  property  rights.  And,  finally,  the 
act  provide-  that  no  agreement  befwecn  two  or  more  persons  concerning  employment 
or  any  act  or  thing  with  reference  to,  involving,  or  growing  out  of  a  labor  dispute, 
shall  constitute  a  conspiracy  or  any  kind  of  a  criminal  offence,  unless  the  act  or  thing 
agreed  to  be  done  would  be  unlawful  if  done  by  a  single  person,  and,  of  course,  that 
no  acts  done  under  these  conditions  shall  be  the  subject  of  a  restraining  order  or  an 
injunction.  This. of  course,  would  be  most  dangerousand  radical;  toit  the  American 
Federation  of  f«ubor  is  firmly  committed,  while  the  railway  brotherhoods  have  hereto- 
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fore  refused  to  support  it.  It  is,  of  course,  the  proposition  about  which  the  whole 
labor  legislation  centers.  It  embodies  in  its  terms  practically  all  that  they  demand 
in  a  legislative  way.  This  bill  has  to  date  been  held  in  the  committee,  and  it  and 
all  matters  relating  to  it  are  presently  in  charge  of  a  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  of  which  Mr.  Charles  E.  Littlefield,  of  Maine,  is  the  chairman.  During 
the  last  congressional  session  a  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  of  which 
Mr.  Charles  Tyrrell,  of  Massachusetts,  was  chairman,  made  an  adverse  report  against 
the  similar  bill  then  proposed  and  differing  from  this  one  only  in  the  attempt  to 
declare  the  good  will  of  a  husiness  not  a  property  right. 

House  resolutions  Nos.  148,  277,  and  425:  The  first  of  these  bills  was  introd\:ced  by 
Mr.  Sabath  of  Illinois,  the  second  by  Mr.  Stanley  of  Kentucky,  and  the  third  by  Mr. 
Bartlett,  of  Georgia.  All  practically  provide  a  procedure  for  punishment  of  contempts 
of  court,  dividing  contempts  into  two  general  classes — those  committed  in  the  actual 
presence  or  hearing  of  the  court,  termed  "direct  contempts;"  and  all  other  contempts 
are  known  as  "indirect  contempts. "  In  the  first  class  of  cases,  it  is  provided  that  the 
judge  may  hear  and  determine  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  person  or  persons  alleged 
to  be  in  contempt.  In  the  second  class  of  cases  the  defendant  is  to  be  given  the  right 
of  trial  by  jury,  which  jury  is  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  defendant  is  guilty  of 
a  contempt. 

These  bills  are  of  the  deepest  interest  because  of  their  obvioi:s  tendency  to  weaken 
the  judicial  processes  by  taking  from  the  court  the  right  of  self-defense  and  lodging 
its  protection  not  even  in  some  judge  other  than  the  one  against  whom  the  contempt 
is  committed  but  in  a  jury  who  will  be  at  once  judges  of  the  law  and  fact.  The*e 
three  bills  are  general  in  their  terms  and  do  not  apply  to  contempts  growing  out  of 
injunctions  issued  only  in  labor  disputes,  but  it  is  in  this  class  of  cases  they  would 
chiefly  apply,  and  it  is  at  this  class  of  cases  that  they  are  aimed. 

I  shall  be  only  too  glad  to  supply  any  further  information  that  vou  may  require 
concerning  any  of  these  acts  or  all  of  them,  and  such  further  legislation  as  may  be 
from  time  to  time  proposed.  I  trust  we  may  feel  assured  that  you  will  be  prepared 
to  take  such  action  as  circumstances  may  require  to  make  an  efficient  and  vigoroi  s 
protest  against  the  passage  of  the  bills  enumerated  or  any  similar  legislation. 
I  beg  you  will  believe  me,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

James  A.  Emery,  Secretary. 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  4. 

The  National  Association  op  Manufacturers, 

St.  Louis,  June  S0y  1908. 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  op  America, 

New  York,  N.  Y. 

Dear  Sirs:  The  story  of  our  activity  at  the  Republican  national  convention  in 
Chicago  marks  a  new  epoch  in  the  political  history  of  the  United  States.  The  business 
men  have  once  more  shown  the  spirit  of  '76.  You  have  received  ere  now  a  letter  from 
our  counsel,  Mr.  Emery,  and  attached  circular  will  give  you  additional  information. 

Our  country  stands  at  the  present  time  in  great  need  of  constructive  statesmanship. 
Party  lines  are  ignored  by  the  thinking  men  of  the  country.  Their  thoughts  are 
devoted  to  the  definite  solution  of  the  great  questions  confronting  the  Nation.  Prin- 
ciples and  not  parties  are  the  issue  of  the  1908  campaign. 

I  wish  you  could  have  viewed  with  me  the  power  of  the  National  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense  as  demonstrated  at  Chicago.  It  would  prove  to  you,  as  it  has  to  me,  the 
fact  that  no  fallacy,  demagoguery,  or  anti-American  heresy  can  stand  up  before  us,  pro- 
viding we  are  right  and  properly  organized.  But  remember  we  have  hardly  started  in 
the  serious  task  ahead  of  us. 

The  lawless  elements  among  labor  organizations  and  among  the  Socialists  realize  that 
they  can  never  accomplish  their  base  purpose  by  means  of  the  strike  and  boycott  as 
long  as  our  judiciary  in  left  unhampered,  and  as  long  as  strong  protective  associations 
prevent  the  singling  out  of  individual  employers.  Therefore,  they  are  trying  to  sur- 
round you  with  hampering  National  and  State  legislation  to  gain,  through  the  politician, 
what  can  not  be  secured  through  the  court,  and  they  endeavor  to  whip  into  line  the 
business  man — the  employer  who  has  no  organization  to  take  his  part. 

There  is  no  better  argument  for  strengthening  each  and  every  one  of  the  145  council 
organizations,  as  well  ad  strengthening  the  council  by  bringing  in  additional  organiza- 
tions. I  suggested  in  a  former  letter  that  each  council  organization  bring  in  one  new 
one.  Some  have  complied  very  promptly  and  I  know  that  all  will  do  the  best  tk<a^ 
can. 
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But  remember,  now  is  the  time  for  action,  and  since  no  financial  obligation  is  incur- 
red it  should  be  the  privilege  as  well  as  the  duty  of  every  organization  to  join  us  in  our 
patriotic  work. 

I  know  you  will  endeavor  to  have  enclosed  resolution  signed  by  the  officers  of  an 
association  in  your  neighborhood.  Let  me  hear  from  you  promptly  in  enclosed 
envelope. 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  President. 

P.  S. — If  you  will  send  us  your  membership  roster,  we  will  be  able  to  mail  consider- 
able educational  literature  to  your  members.  If  you  wish  to  distribute  some  of  the 
pamphlets  attached  hereto,  wire  and  we  will  send  them  on  to  you  free  of  charge. 


Emery  Exhibit  No.  5. 
Confidential  and  of  utmost  importance.    Van  C. 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defence. 

Consisting  of  130  national,  State  and  local  organizations.  Chairman,  James  W.  Van 
Cleave,  president  National  Association  of  Manufacturers;  secretary,  Ferdinand  C. 
Schwedtman;  general  counsel,  James  A.  Emery. 

AN  ANALY8I8  OF  THE  PROPOSED  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  SHERMAN  ANTI-TRUST  ACT. 


The  most  dangerous  and  diabolically  ingenious  measure  yet  proposed  to  Congr 
is  presented  in  House  bill  19745,  commonly  known  as  the  Hepburn  amendment  to 
the  Sherman  Anti-Trust  Act.  It  is  alleged  to  be  the  outcome  of  conferences  held  at 
the  White  House,  to  which  were  invited  representatives  of  the  Civic  Federation,  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor,  various  Government  officials  and  counsel  for  several 
of  the  larger  industrial  and  transportation  corporations.  The  bill  is  claimed  to  mod- 
erate the  harshness  of  the  Sherman  Act  in  its  application  to  business  combinations  and 
to  vindicate  and  clarify  certain  rights  of  labor  organizations  alleged  to  have  been 
questioned  and  threatened  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
in  the  I^oewe  case. 

As  the  bill  is  of  great  length  and  its  chief  pitfalls  elaborately  concealed,  we  briefly 
summarize  its  provisions  and  emphasize  a  few  of  its  objectionable  features,  omitting, 
because  of  the  requirements  of  space  and  time,  a  multitude  of  minor  criticisms,  any 
one  of  which  would  be  considered  in  another  measure  but  are  here  overshadowed  by 
the  magnitude  of  greater  evils. 

To  understand  tne  bill  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  its  substantial  purpose  is  to 
relieve  various  forms  of  contracts,  combinations  and  conspiracies  from  tne  operation 
of  the  existing  Sherman  Act,  the  benefits  and  immunities  being  conferred  only  upon 
those  corporations,  associations  and  combinations  complying  with  the  conditions  fixed 
in  the  amendments.  All  combinations,  corporations,  or  organizations  not  complying 
with  these  conditions  remain  under  the  full  rorce  and  effect  of  the  present  act. 

The  bill  provides: 

1.  For  the  voluntary  registration  of  any  corporation  (except  common  carriers)  or 
association,  or  corporation  not  for  profit  or  without  capital  stock.  (This  would  include 
unions,  granges,  etc.,  etc.)  Upon  registering,  but  not  otherwise,  all  such  organiza- 
tions or  associations  become  entitled  to  the  benefits  and  immunities  of  the  bill. 

2.  Registration  consists  in  filing  with  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations: 

(a)  For  corporations:  Such  information  concerning  their  organization,  " its  financial 
condition,  its  contracts  and  its  corporate  proceedings  as  may  be  prescribed  by  general 
regulations  from  time  to  time,  to  be  made  by  the  President." 

(6)  For  voluntary  associations  or  corporations  not  for  profit  and  without  capital 
stock:  A  written  application  with  a  statement  setting  forth  "the  charter  or  agreement 
of  the  association  and  its  by-laws;  second,  its  principal  office;  and,  third,  the  names 
of  its  directors  or  managing  officers  and  standing  committees,  if  any,  with  their  resi- 
dences." 

3.  The  Commissioner  of  Corporations  registers  organizations  complying  with  the 
above,  but  may,  on  thirty  days'  notice,  cancel  the  registration  if  they  refuse  to  give 
information  required,  or  if  the  information  given  be  false  in  any  particular,  or  upon 
refusal  to  comply  with  any  other  requirements  of  the  act. 

Every  registered  corporation  consolidated  or  merging  with  any  other  must  immedi- 
ately state  the  terms  of  the  merger  in  order  to  retain  its  registration. 

4.  Any  registered  corporation  or  association  (except  common  carriers),  if  a  party  to 
any  contract  or  combination,  may  file  a  copy  of  the  same  with  the  Commissioner  of 
Corporations  who  may  thereupon  adjudge  such  contract  or  combination  in  "  unreason- 
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ible"  restraint  of  trade.  If,  however,  the  commissioner  does  not  adjudge  such  con- 
tract or  combination  " unreasonable"  within  thirty  days  from  its  submission  to  him, 
there  shall  be  no  prosecution  on  account  of  said  contract  or  combination,  unless  it  is 
in  ''unreasonable  '  restraint  of  trade.  While  if  an  organization  party  to  anv  contract 
Mr  combination  in  restraint  of  trade  does  not  register,  it  may  be  prosecuted,  whether 
its  restraint  of  trade  be  "reasonable"  or  "unreasonable." 

6.  The  President  has  power  to  make,  alter,  or  revoke  any  regulations  fixing  the 
information  required  of  registered  association,  except  voluntary  associations  (unions 
Mr  granges),  which  have  the  benefits  of  the  act  without  filing  any  contracts  or  agree- 
ments, or  any  information  other  than  that  required  under  subdivision  No.  2,  6. 

6.  Common  carriers  may  file  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee  any  contract 
w  statement  of  combination  to  which  they  become  a  party,  whereupon  similar  pro- 
irisions  as  in  subhead  No.  4  apply  to  them." 

7.  The  seventh  section  of  the  Sherman  Act,  authorizing  the  recovery  of  triple 
lamages  against  an  unlawful  combination  inflicting  injury,  is  amended  so  that  only 
ictual  damage  may  be  recovered. 

8.  Section  7  is  further  amended  so  that  only  actual  damages  can  be  claimed  on  any 
right  of  action  accruing  before  the  passage  of  this  bill,  and  no  right  of  action  existing 
prior  to  the  passage  of  this  bill  can  be  prosecuted  unless  suit  be  brought  within  one 
pear  after  this  bill  becomes  a  law. 

9.  Immunity  from  the  criminal  penalties  of  the  present  Sherman  Act  is  granted  to 
jorporations  and  voluntary  associations  (unions,  etc.)  which  register,  as  follows: 

(a)  So  that  there  shall  be  no  prosecution  by  the  Government  for  past  combinations 
Mr  action,  unless  same  has  been  m  "unreasonable"  restraint  of  trade,  and 

(6)  After  one  year  no  criminal  prosecution  by  the  United  States  of  any  combination 
tor  any  kind  of  a  restraint  of  trade  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act. 

10.  It  is  declared  that  nothing  m  the  Sherman  Act  as  it  now  is,  or  as  it  would  be 
irhen  amended,  shall  be  construed  to  interfere  with,  or  prevent,  employees  "from 
Itriking  for  any  cause,  or  to  combine  or  contract  with  each  other  or  employers  for  the 
purpose  of  peaceably  obtaining  from  employers  satisfactory  terms  for  their  labor*  or 
latisfactory  conditions  of  employment,  or  so  as  to  interfere  with  or  to  restrict  any  light 
jf  employers  for  any  cause  to  discharge  all  or  any  of  their  emplovees,  or  to  combine  or 
sontract  with  each  other,  or  with  employees  for  the  purpose  of  peaceably  obtaining 
tabor  on  satisfactory  terms." 

11.  All  rights  under  pending  suits  are  alleged  to  be  saved,  but  the  language  of  the 
clause  so  providing  is  so  uncertain  and  indefinite  as  to  make  the  rights  of  present 
litigants  insecure. 

Bearing  this  substantial  statement  of  the  bill  in  mind,  it  ie  to  be  observed: 
.  I.  That  no  corporation  obtains  any  relief  from  the  existing  law  unless  it  complies 
ndth  every  request  for  information  of  any  character  required  by  the  Executive,  or 
;he  Commissioner  of  Corporations,  or  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  Inter- 
itate  commerce,  ninety-five  per  cent  of  the  country's  business,  is  therefore  placed 
under  the  control  of  individuals  of  vast  power,  easily  misused  with  the  best  of  inten- 
sions, and  capable  of  the  most  frightful  abuse  in  accordance  with  the  temptations  of 
minority. 

II.  Judicial  functions,  which  have  taxed  the  capacity  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  are  conferred  upon  a  single  individual,  the  Commissioner  of  Corpora- 
tions, and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Comniission. 

III.  No  check  is  placed  upon  voluntary  associations  in  the  making  of  contracts  or 
combinations,  while  those  for  the  same  purpose  made  by  industrial  corporations  are 
nipervised  and  regulated,  even  to  the  point  of  condemnation. 

IV.  The  vindication  of  the  law  by  private  individuals  is  discouraged  by  preventing 
them  from  recovering  triple  damages,  that,  in  most  cases,  would  cover  the  most  of 
their  litigation;  and  improper  combinations  are  encouraged  by  the  lessening  of  the 
money  penalty  likely  to  be  recovered  from  them. 

V.  There  is  no  recognized  legal  standard  by  which  to  define  a  "reasonable  "  restraint 
of  trade.  In  a  criminal  prosecution  the  "reasonableness  or  unreasonableness"  of  a 
particular  combination  would  be  a  question  of  fact  for  a  jury,  decided  with  varying 
ind  contradictory  results  in  accordance  with  local  sentiment  and  modifying  political 
fend  economic  opinions.  Thus  the  judicially  interpreted  existing  safeguards  of  law 
irould  be  obscured  and  for  practical  purposes  impaired  or  destroyed. 

VI.  The  amendment  provided  in  section  3  of  the  bill,  and  referred  to  in  subdivi- 
sion 10: 

(a)  Legalizes  in  interstate  commerce  the  sympathetic  and  all  forms  of  malicious 
strikes,  by  legalizing  a  strike  "for  any  cause,"  thus  making  the  intent  of  the  striken 
of  no  consequence. 

(6)  It  legalizes  the  boycott  by  permitting  any  form  oi  ,^e»c^V\sX  ^ws^Yaafchssa.  s&. 
Bmployees  for  obtaining  from  employers  satisfactory  tetma  lot  YbXkr . 
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(c)  It  legalizes  the  blacklist  by  permitting  employers  to  discharge  employees  for 
any  cause  and  to  combine  and  contract  with  each  other  for  peaceably  obtaining  labor. 

(d)  It  legalizes  the  worst  forms  of  combination  between  employers  and  employees 
to  fix  the  price  of  labor  or  of  material,  or  to  exclude  laborers  from  employment,  or 
employers  from  competition;  the  most  crooked  and  oppressive  agreements  with  which 
the  industrial  world  has  any  experience. 

And,  finally,  the  proposed  bill  largely  repeals  the  provisions  of  section  10  of  the 
Hepburn  Act  of  1887,  which  defines  certain  serious  offenses  in  restraint  of  trade  and 
commerce  between  the  States. 

Daniel  Davenport,  counsel  of  the  American  Anti-Boycott  Association,  who  drew 
the  pleadings  in  the  famous  Danbury  hatters'  case,  recently  decided  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  calls  attention  to  most  serious  objections  to  the  act  as 
follows : 

"The  carrying  of  the  boycott  into  interstate  commerce  is  the  most  powerful  weapon 
that  vou  can  put  at  the  disposal  of  anybody  who  wants  to  injure  the  business  of  another. 

"  'fhere  have  been  in  the  past  two  great  interstate  boycotts  attempted.  That  of  the 
Ann  Arbor  Road  in  1893  and  of  the  Pullman  cars  in  1894.  The  first  was  the  boycott 
of  the  Toledo.  Ann  Arbor  and  Northern  Michigan  Railway  by  the  Brotherhood  of  Loco- 
motive Engineers.  The  then  constitution  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers 
contained  wlint  was  known  as  section  12,  which  in  substance  was  a  provision  that 
when  a  strike  had  been  declared  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  the  order  on  any  one 
railroad,  no  locomotive  engineer  employed  on  any  other  railroad  connecting  or  adjacent 
to  the  railroad  on  which  the  strike  was  in  effect  should  haul  any  cars  of  the  first  men- 
tioned railroad.  There  was  a  strike  declared  on  the  Ann  Arbor  Railroad.  Thereup)u, 
Chief  Arthur  and  the  other  officers  of  the  Brotherhood,  served  notice  on  the  Lake  Snore 
Railroad  Company,  and  on  the  Pennsylvania  Company,  and  on  the  other  railroads  in 
the  central  traffic  territory  which  were  either  connecting  or  adjacent  to  the  Ann  Arbur 
Road,  that  no  locomotive  engineer  belonging  to  the  Brotherhood  could  haul  any  car  of 
the  Ann  Arbor  Road,  and  requested  that  the  companies  notified  should  not  force  their 
engineers  to  violate  this  rule  of  the  Brotherhood.  Thereupon  the  Ann  Arbor  Road 
went  into  the  Cnited  States  Circuit  Court  and  obtained  an  injunction.  It  was  in  that 
case  that  the  contempt  was  incurred  by  Engineman  Lennon,  whose  case  was  afterwards 
taken  to  the  Supreme  (  ourt  of  the  United  States,  and  is  reported  in  166  U.  S.,  p.  548.  I 
cite  that  case  as  showing  one  of  the  most  far  reaching  interruptions  of  interstate  com- 
merce that  has  ever  been  attempted  in  this  country.  Next  to  tne  Debs  strike  it  was  the 
most  formidable  boycott.  The  Debs  strike  was  an  attempt  to  boycott  the  Pullman 
Company  on  account  of  difficult  v  with  its  employees  in  its  manufacturing  department 
in  the  town  of  Pullman;  and  while  in  Illinois  the  Cnited  States  filed  trie  bill  out  of 
which  arose  the  case,  in  re  Debs  158  U.S.,  in  Ohio  the  conspiracy  was  enjoined  sub- 
stantially as  in  the  Ann  Arbor  case;  see  Thomas  r.  Cin.  N.  O.  &  T.  r.  Ry.  Co.,  62  Fed. 
Rep.  803. 

"  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  if  this  proposed  amendment  of  the  Sherman  Anti-Trust 
Act  had  then  been  on  the  statute  book,  it  would  liave  been  impossible  for  the  Ann 
Arbor  Road  or  the  Toledo  Road  to  liave  obtained  those  injunctions  because  under  this 
proposed  amendment  it  would  have  been  perfectly  legal.  Should  this  amendment 
become  a  law.  it  would  be  perfectly  lawful  lor  the  employees  of  any  railroad  to  refuse 
to  haul  the  product  of  any  manufacturer  having  trouble  with  any  of  his  employees.** 

Wliatever  be  the  effect's  of  the  existing  act,  it  is  too  important  to  be  hastily,  incon- 
siderately, or  carelessly  modified,  the  more  so  when  its  chief  (ritics  declare  its  defects 
to  proceed  from  lack  of  deliberate  consideration  at  the  time  of  its  passage. 

It  presents  the  suspk  i  >us  spectacle  of  powerful  industrial  organizations  who  can  not 
be  blind  to  the  dangers  of  this  bill,  yet  would  risk  commerce,  industry,  and  personal 
and  property  rights  in  the  doubtful  scale  of  some  ulterior  advantage. 

The  bill  is  in  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  and  hearings  upon  it  begin 
Saturday,  April  fourth.  Will  vou  not  make  it  the  subject  of  your  immediate  atten- 
tion and  protest,  and  call  it  to  tlie  notice  of  every  business  associate  and  fellow-citizen 
within  the  reach  of  your  influence? 

Very  respectfully,  yours,  James  A.  Emery,  Counsel. 

For  additional  copies  of  this  circular  address.  The  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. Chemical  Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or  170  Broadway,  New  York. 

P.  S. — Since  the  above  report  was  drafted,  a  bill  practically  identical  with  the 
Hepburn  amendment  has  been  introduced  by  Senator  William  Warner. 

Please  write  or  wire  your  protest  to  this  dangerous  measure  to  the  twp  Senators  of 
your  State  and  to  Senator  Warner,  all  care  of  U.  S.  Senate,  Washington.  Please  send 
copies  of  your  protest  to  me. 

James  W.  Van  Cleave, 
Chemical  Building,  St.  Lotos,  Mo. 
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Emery  Exhibit  No.  6. 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  6,  1908, 

Dear  Sir:  I  desire  to  confirm  recent  telegrams  requesting  your  assistance  and 
thank  vou  for  prompt  and  remarkably  efficient  assistance.  The  flood  of  protests  has 
evoked  general  newspaper  comment. 

The  situation  is  substantially  unchanged.  Every  pressure  is  still  being  exerted 
by  the  President  to  secure  an  anti-injunction  bill.  The  Judiciary  Committee  has 
agreed  upon  no  measure,  and  if  strong  opinion  continues  to  express  itself  is  not  likely 
to.  The  important  thing  at  the  present  moment  is  to  impress  the  President  indi- 
vidually with  the  power  and  extent  of  the  opinion  against  the  proposed  legislation. 

I  therefore  ask  vou  to  concentrate  every  possible  individual  protest  directly  upon 
the  President.    Vou  need  not  concern  vourself  about  any  other  legislation. 

To  correct  misstatements  concerning  tne  position  of  the  eight-hour  bill  in  the  House 
Labor  Committee,  permit  me  to  state  that  said  bill  has  been  referred  to  a  committee 
of  three  lawyers — Haskins,  of  Vermont,  R.,  Norris,  of  Nebraska,  R.,  and  Rainey, 
of  Illinois,  L> — to  pass  upon  the  constitutional  questions  involved,  and  we  are  filing 
briefs  thereon.    They  are  not  likely  to  report  this  session. 

If  your  cooperation  continues  as  effectively  as  it  has,  we  can  hold  our  own,  but 
it  will  require  your  energetic  and  determined  assistance  along  the  line  suggested. 
I  am,  very  respectfully, 

James  A.  Emery,  Counsel. 


Emery  Exhibit  No.  7. 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  1,  1908. 

Dear  Sir:  With  the  adjournment  of  Congress  I  desire  to  say  a  final  word  of  con- 
gratulation upon  the  success  we  have  mutually  achieved  and  of  appreciation  for  the 
prompt  and  efficient  cooperation  which  has  so  largely  contributed  to  this  fortunate 
result. 

Our  contest  is  by  no  means  at  an  end .  We  have  laid  a  foundation  for  future  achieve- 
ment, but  some  of  the  questions  which  have  occupied  our  time  will  present  themselves 
at  the  next  session.  Many  of  them  will,  during  the  succeeding  few  months,  become 
the  subject  of  political  debate  and  you  in  your  turn  can  do  much  in  shaping  local 
opinion  by  making  clear  the  issues  for  which  we  have  fought.  To  enable  you  to 
inform  yourself  accurately  upon  the  industrial  proceedings  of  the  session  in  which  you 
have  the  deepest  interest,  I  have  the  pleasure  of  sending  you: 

(l)  Copy  of  the  hearings  on  the  so-called  anti-injunction  bills; 

\2)  Hearings  on  H.  R.  15651,  the  eight-hour  bill;  and 

[3)  Hearings  on  H.  R.  19745,  the  so-called  Hepburn  amendment  to  the  Sherman 
Antitrust  Act. 

These  volumes  are  sent  under  congressional  frank,  and  will  reach  you  within  the 
next  few  days. 

Mr.  Littlefield  made  his  long  expected  speech  under  leave  to  print,  as  he  was 
unable  to  secure  the  necessary  time  on  the  noor  of  the  House.  His  address  will  not 
be  printed  for  distribution  for  some  10  days,  at  which  time  the  copies  you  requested 
will  be  forwarded. 

The  victory  we  have  won  will  be  incomplete  unless  we  prevent  an  anti-injunction 
plank  from  passing  into  the  Republican  platform  or  any  endorsement  of  the  proposal 
to  exempt  labor  organizations  from  the  operation  of  the  Sherman  Act.  To  this  end, 
we  suggest  that  you  interview  the  delegates  of  the  Republican  convention  from  your 
locality  and  ascertain  their  sentiment  in  this  regard.  Your  representatives  have 
been  busily  engaged  on  this  matter  for  some  time  and  a  strong  delegation  will  be 
present  in  Chicago  to  properly  present  this  matter  to  appropriate  committees  and 
individuals. 

Remember  our  most  important  duty  remains  to  be  executed.  Those  members  of 
Congress  who  have  performed  their  public  duty  in  the  face  of  the  most  bitter  threats 
of  political  retaliation  by  organized  labor  must  be  given  the  strongest  support  of  which 
you  are  capable  in  their  struggle  for  renomination  and  election.  If  these  men  are 
defeated  through  our  indifference  or  carelessness  we  shall  lose  the  right  to  assert  that 
decent  citizenship  supports  right  public  conduct.  This  matter  will  be  the  subject  of 
detailed  statement. 
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I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  from  you  on  this  and  other  subjects  and  I  trust  that  you  will 
remember  the  general  counsel  can  now  be  addressed  at  the  headquarters  of  the  Citizens' 
Industrial  Association,  1135  Broadway,  New  York  City. 

The  contest  goes  steadily  on  and  your  assistance  in  not  merely  maintaining  but 
extending  our  organization  enables  us  to  more  efficiently  secure  your  protection. 
I  am, 

Very  respectfully,  ,  Counsel. 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  8. 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  25,  1908. 

I  take  the  first  opportunity  at  the  conclusion  of  the  convention  and  as  matters 
become  fixed  and  definite  to  outline  the  results  of  our  recent  efforts. 

The  widespread  declaration  that  an  anti-injunction  plank  was  forced  into  the 
Republican  platform  may  possibly  deceive  many  who  read  it  into  a  belief  that  it 
means  more  than  it  says,  and  undoubtedly  our  friends  will  feel,  as  we  all  do,  that  there 
should  have  been  no  mention  of  the  subject  at  all;  but  however  we  may  wish  that 
the  very  mention  of  the  matter  could  have  been  prevented,  we  should  not  permit 
ourselves  to  be  deceived  in  the  practical  result  of  your  very  remarkable  effort. 

To  understand  the  situation  we  must  recall  that  the  President  for  two  years  has 
insistently  declared  in  his  messages  that  Federal  courts  had  abused  their  power  to 
issue  injunctions  in  labor  disputes,  and  that  no  injunction  should  be  issued  in  any 
industrial  controversy  without  notice  and  hearing  to  the  adverse  party,  no  matter 
what  the  circumstances  might  be.  Mr.  Taft  substantially  reiterated  this  statement 
in  his  Cooper  Union  speech.  The  Beveridge  bill,  introduced  in  the  last  session  of 
Congress,  and  receiving  the  President's  sanction,  provided  these  very  things.  The 
President  then  had  recommended,  was  committed  and  sought  to  prevent  the  Federal 
courts  from  issuing  restraining  orders  without  notice  to  the  adverse  party,  no  matter 
whether  irreparable  damages  were  threatened  or  not,  provided  the  subject  of  con- 
troversy was  a  dispute  between  employer  and  employee. 

The  rough  draft  of  the  platform  prepared  by  Attorney  General  Wade  Ellis,  of  Ohio, 
explicitly  suggested  this  and  reflected  upon  the  courts.  What  was  at  last  actually 
put  into  the  Republican  platform  is  an  express  approval  of  the  existing  and  time- 
nonored  practice  of  tie  courts,  coupled  with  a  declaration  of  confidence  in  their 
integrity.  Furthermore,  in  the  rough  draft  of  the  platform  the  first  plank  on  the 
Sherman  law  adopted  in  the  committee  on  resolutions  approved  the  exemption 
from  its  provisions  of  all  organizations  of  laboring  men  in  tne  public  interest,  an 
implicit  approval  of  the  frequently  reiterated  demand  of  Gompers.  This  was  abso 
lutely  forced  out  on  the  final  revision  in  the  full  committee  on  resolutions. 

It  is  an  open  secret  that  this  so-called  anti-injunction  plank,  which  deserves  the 
name  only  because  of  the  thing  mentioned,  and  not  on  account  of  the  recommendation 
made,  was  not  only  fought  for  but  pleaded  for  by  the  administration,  which  undoubt- 
edly feared  that  if  it  lost  on  this  point  after  the  public  attention  attracted  to  the 
contest,  it  might  lose  control  of  the  convention:  while,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was 
an  obvious  fear  on  the  part  of  manv  fearful  public  men  that  the  President  might  force 
his  own  renomination  if  his  pleading  were  denied. 

The  sentiment  of  the  convention  was  manifestly  against  the  plank,  and  this  con- 
dition of  opinion  resulted  in  part  from  the  long  work  of  education  on  the  topics  which 
had  prepared  the  way,  but  directly,  and  immediately,  from  the  wonderful  wide- 
spread and  overwhelming  expression  of  disapproval,  for  the  evidence  of  which  your 
efforts  were  responsible.  The  press  estimates  of  the  number  of  telegrams  received  by 
the  members  of  the  convention  and  men  prominent  in  public  life  vary  from  25.000 
to  50,000.  We  know  of  single  instances  where  prominent  members  of  the  resolutions 
committee  received  not  less  than  1,500  individually,  and  while  it  is  true  we  were 
not  successful  in  absolutely  preventing  any  expression  at  all  on  the  subject  of  injunc- 
tions, your  work  prevented,  in  the  words  of  one  of  the  most  prominent  men  in  public 
life,  "a  far  worse  expression, i%  which  would  have  come  into  oeing  but  for  vour  effort, 
and  demonstrated  to  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  the  existence  of  a  determined 
and  organized  opinion  which  has  overwhelmed  them  with  astonishment  and  a  most 
deferential  respect.  It  was  the  most  telling  expression  of  the  possibil'ties  of  organ- 
ization which  men  of  long  experience  have  ever  witnessed. 

The  silver  lining  in  the  cloud  is  found  in  the  fact  that  this  verv  expression  of  public 
approval  in  the  present  practice  draws  a  dead  line  beyond  wnich  the  Republican 
rartv  in  the  future  can  permit  no  member  to  go. 
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We  are  in  constant  contact,  and  will  be  during  the  campaign,  with  prominent  party 
leaders  with  whom  your  views  and  probable  action  will  have  the  utmost  influence, 
and  we  suggest  that  for  the  time  being  your  association  and  all  whom  you  can  influence 
will  take  no  active  part  in  political  work,  at  least  until  after  the  letter  of  acceptance 
from  the  Republican  candidate,  which  can  make  much  or  little  of  the  labor  issue, 
and  the  Denver  convention,  which  may.  by  its  utterances,  greatly  modify  the 
situation. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  James  A.  Emery.  Counsel. 


Emery  Exhibit  No.  9. 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 

Washington,  D.  C,  December  15th,  1908. 

Gentlemen:  The  second  session  of  the  Sixtieth  Congress  opens  with  a  number  of 
important  bills  remaining  in  various  committees  of  the  House  and  Senate,  some  new 
legislation  of  a  serious  character,  and  the  prospect  of  a  determined  effort  to  amend  the 
Sherman  Act. 

Mr.  Littlefield  is  succeeded  as  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary 
having  labor  bills  under  consideration,  by  Mr.  Tirrell,  of  Massachusetts.  Before  this 
committee  are  ten  old  bills  and  one  new  one  affecting  the  issuance  of  injunctions  in  labor 
disputes;  three  old  bills  providing  for  trial  by  jury  for  contempts  not  committed  in 
the  presence  of  the  court;  six  proposed  amendments  to  the  Sherman  Act,  exempting 
labor  and  agricultural  combinations.  The  eight-hour  bill  has  been  referred  to  a 
special  subcommittee,  consisting  of  Haskins,  of  Vermont;  Vreeland  of  New  York, 
and  Rainev  of  Illinois,  to  report  upon  its  constitutionality. 

Before  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  remains  the  Pearre  bill,  introduced  in 
identical  form  by  Senator  Gore;  the  Beveridge  anti-injunction  bill,  and  five  pro- 
posed amendments  to  the  Sherman  Act,  four  of  which  would  exempt  labor  and  agri- 
cultural combinations. 

Further  labor  legislation  has  been  proposed  at  this  session  by  Mr.  Young,  of  Michigan, 
H.  R.  22298,  a  bill  practically  codifying  the  existing  injunction  practice;  by  Mr.  Henry 
of  Texas,  H.  R.  22224,  amending  the  Sherman  Act  by  exempting  from  it  all  "organi- 
zations or  associations  not  for  profit  and  without  capital  stock  " ;  by  Mr.  Bennett  of 
New  York,  proposing  practically  a  substitute  for  the  Sherman  Act,  exempting  rail- 
road corporations  from  its  application  and  forbidding  only  combinations  which  are 
"  injurious  "  and  leaving  that  question  of  fact  to  a  jury. 

Mr.  Townsend's  bill  H.  R.  15447,  providing  for  the  compulsory  investigation  of 
labor  controversies  affecting  interstate  commerce  and  which  was  favorably  reported 
by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee  and  debated  in  the  committee  of  the  whole, 
was  refused  further  consideration  on  Saturday  last  by  a  vote  of  112  to  103. 

We  are  reliably  informed  that  further  attempt  will  be  made  to  amend  the  Sherman 
law  along  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  Hepburn  amendment  so  sharply  con- 
tested last  year. 

Please  address  all  communications  on  legislative  and  legal  matters  to  the  Washing- 
ton office,  and  remember  it  is  constantly  at  your  service. 
I  am,  very  respectfully  yours, 

James  A.  Emery,  Counsel. 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  10. 
The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

an  object  lesson. 

A  most  interesting  illustration  of  the  power  of  public  opinion  is  furnished  in  the  fol- 
lowing items  of  a  recent  incident. 

The  large  majority  of  our  newspapers  will  be  just  and  fair  providing  they  are  well 
informed.  It  is  our  duty  to  keep  them  and  through  them  the  public  at  large  informed 
regarding  our  work.  What  in  this  case  was  accomplished  through  the  Citizens'  Indus- 
trial Association  of  St.  Louis  can  be  accomplished  in  every  case  and  in  every  place — 
providing  ojf  course  that  we  are  right  and  go  about  it  properly. 

Our  success  in  every  case  local  or  national  in  wnicn  we  have  concentrated  our 
power  properly  should  be  accepted  by  our  membership  in  a  spirit  of  solemn  thanks- 
giving instead  of  exultation  and  with  a  conviction  that  our  efforts  will  c«v^jck»s^o5 
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bring  employer  and  employee  closer  together  to  the  benefit  of  both  and  of  the  Ameri- 
can public  and  country.    Copy  of  Republic  mailed  to  you  for  your  full  information. 
Please  read  the  following  carefully  and  let  me  hear  from  you. 

James  \V.  Van  Cleave,  Chairman, 

[Extract  from  editorial  of  the  St.  Louis  Republic,  the  leading  Democratic  morning  paper  of  St.  Louts.) 

December  24. 

The  suit  (Buck's  Stove  and  Range  Co.  against  the  American  Federation  of  Labor) 
was  brought  really  at  the  instance  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  which  in 
respect  of  the  employing  forces,  represents  even  a  greater  degree  of  extremism  and 
intolerance  than  does  the  leadership  of  organized  labor. 

[Mr  Van  Cleave  to  the  editor  of  the  Republic.] 

December  25. 
Mr.  Charles  W.  Knapp, 

Presvlenl  and  Editor  Saint  Louis  Republic,  City. 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  was  very  much  surprised  to  read  the  following  statement  upon  th  $ 
editorial  page  of  this  morning's  Republic.     In  discussing  the  sentence  of  labor  leade 
for  contempt  of  court  you  say: 

"The  suit  was  brought  really  at  the  instance  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association, 
which  in  respect  of  the  employing  forces  represents  even  a  greater  degree  of  extremism 
and  intolerance  than  does  the  leadership  or  organized  labor." 

There  is  no  foundation  whatsoever  for  the  statement  that  the  suit  in  question  was 
brought  at  the  instnace  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association.  It  was  brought  by 
the  Buck's  Stove  and  Range  Company  in  an  endeavor  to  secure  justice. 

To  say  that  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  represents  intolerance  and  extremism 
is  an  attack  upon  every  one  of  our  eight  thousand  Saint  Louis  members,  which  I,  as 
president,  can  not  let  go  unchallenged.  Our  organization  consists  of  thousands  of 
professional  men,  among  them  many  ministers  and  lawyers,  in  addition  to  thousands 
of  employers  and  employees.  We  have  courted  at  all  times  and  we  are  now  courting 
the  closest  scrutiny  of  our  work  and  of  our  principles.  In  justice  to  every  member 
of  this  association  I  reouest  that  you  give  me  the  facts  upon  which  you  base  your 
editorial  expression.  We  invite  the  closest  investigation  and  after  an  impartial 
committee  of  one,  or'  two,  or  three  men,  has  made  such  an  investigation,  if  they  can 
point  out  the  slightest  justice  for  calling  us  "intolerant"  and  "extremists,"  I  shall 
resign  as  president  of  the  association  after  advocating  its  disbandment. 

It  is  your  duty,  as  I  see  it,  to  either  make  good  your  charge  or  to  retract  it.  For  your 
information  I  send  you  herewith  a  handbook  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association, 
and  I  quote  from  among  hundreds  of  endorsements  contained  therein  the  following  few: 

The  Most  Rev.  John  J.  Glennon,  archbishop  of  Saint  Louis,  states  in  a  letter: 

"I  would  like  to  say  that  there  are  many  sound  features  in  your  organization,  and 
that  the  many  irritations  produced  in  the  industrial  world  by  the  labor  unions  tend  to 
induce  many  people  to  accept  all  your  principles,  with  all  that  they  imply." 

The  Rt.  Rev.  Daniel  L.  Tuttle,  presiding  bishop  of  the  Episcopal  Churcn  in  Amer- 
ica, writes  us: 

<<*  #  #  These  duties  also  press  so  that  I  am  precluded  from  ranging  myself  in 
membership  with  you  as  I  would  like  to  do,  and  so  am  shut  up  to  the  course  of  simply 
assuring  you  of  my  hearty  sympathy  with  you  in  your  earnest  effort  to  stand  by 
'liberty,  public  and  private,  and  to  try  reasonable  ways  to  explain  classes  to  each 
other  and  remove  friction  between  them." 

The  Rev.  Brother  Constantine,  vice  president  Christian  Brothers'  College,  writes: 

"Needless  to  say  that  I  enjoyed  your  course  of  lectures.  You  have  adopted  an 
excellent  method  of  instructing  the  people  on  some  of  the  vital  questions  of  tne  day. 
No  thinking  man  can  underrate  the  value  of  such  teachings  as  well  as  the  beneficial 
results  obtained.  *  *  *  Hoping  that  you  will  continue  your  excellent  propaganda 
of  good  sound  principles  and  correct  views  of  our  great  social  questions." 

The  Rev.  Henry  Stiles  Bradley,  pastor  St.  John  s  M.  E.  Church: 

"Allow  me  to  wish  for  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  the  largest  success  in  its 
efforts  to  secure  the  observance  of  law  and  order  and  bring  about  industrial  peace  and 
good  fellowship." 

Rabbi  Samuel  Sale  says: 

"I  take  it  that  this  association  represents  the  party  of  the  third  part  and  it  is  to  be 
hoped  that  its  activity  all  over  our  land  may  grow  so  strong  as  to  put  an  effective  stop 
to  this  intestine  warfare,  this  enemy  of  organized,  civilized  society." 
The  Rev.  Dr.  S.  Parkes  Cadman,  of  Brooklyn,  said: 
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You  are  acting  here  not  only  for  Saint  Louis,  but  for  the  country  at  large;  and  not 
only  for  the  country  at  large,  but  for  the  world  beyond.  There  is  not  a  statesman  or 
a  thinker  in  Europe  or  in  the  Farther  East  who  does  not  watch  your  progress  with  the 
keenest  anxiety." 

I  might  go  on  quoting  indefinitely  from  the  statements  of  men  whose  unbiased  judg- 
ment can  not  be  questioned,  but  the  letter  has  already  grown  longer  than  I  wanted  it 
to  be.  I  shall  send  copy  of  this  communication  to  every  member  of  our  association, 
and  I  respectfully  request  that  you  print  it  in  full. 

Truly  yours,  James  W.  Van  Cleave,  President. 

[Comments  from  the  Republic  of  January  2.] 

citizens'  industrial  association  members  explain  principles — men  and  firms 
in  organization  deny  that  their  antagonism  to  closed  shop  and  other 
restrictive  policies  of  organized  labor  are  extreme  or  intolerable — 
symposium  of  letters  takes  exception  to  editorial  comment  in  the  repub- 
lic!— members  of  body  accede  to  request  of  president  van  cleave  and  dis- 
avow assumption  that  association  instigated  suit  again8t  union  leaders — 
exposition  of  purpo8e8.  * 

January  2. 

Below  will  be  found  a  number  of  letters  addressed  to  the  Republic  by  members  of 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  J.  W.  Van  Cleave, 
president  of  the  association.  A  letter  of  similar  tenor  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  himself 
was  printed  in  the  Republic  of  the  day  following  the  day  on  which  the  editorial  ap- 
peared, to  which  these  letters  refer,  but  these  additional  letters  contain  such  a  full 
and  complete  exposition  of  the  aims  and  purposes  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Asso- 
ciation, as  they  are  understood  by  those  who  constitute  the  organization,  that  they 
will  be  found  both  interesting  ana  timely.  The  declarations  so  positively  made  that 
the  association  was  not  in  any  way  back  of  the  proceedings  against  Gompere,  Mitchell, 
and  Morrison,  instituted  by  the  Buck's  Stove  and  Range  Company,  must  be  accepted 
as  statements  of  fact  within  the  knowledge  of  the  writers.  Ine  Republic  cheerfully 
accepts,  also,  the  earnest  denials  that  the  Citizens'  Association  in  its  antagonism  of 
the  closed  shop  and  other  restrictive  policies  of  organized  labor  intends  either  extrem- 
ism or  intolerance. 

Other  letters  than  those  printed  to-day  have  been  received  by  the  Republic  from 
members  of  the  Citizens'  Association,  but,  being  marked  personal,  or  request  made 
that  they  be  not  published,  they  are  withheld. 

[Editorial.] 
THE   CITIZENS'   INDUSTRIAL  ASSOCIATION. 

The  Republic  is  indebted  to  members  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St. 
Louis,  for  a  most  interesting  svmposium  which  is  given  place  in  its  news  columns 
to-day.  Its  readers  will  doubtless  recognize  a  similar  obligation  for  the  full  explana- 
tion they  are  given  of  the  aims  and  purposes  the  members  of  this  organization  have 
in  mind. 

These  letters,  sent  to  the  Republic  at  the  request  of  Mr.  J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  president 
of  the  association,  quite  positively  correct  the  erroneous  assumption  of  the  Republic 
that  the  suit  against  Gompers,  Mitchell,  and  Morrison  was  brought  at  the  instance  of 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association.  The  Republic  cheerfully  gives  publicity  to 
this  correction  and  welcomes  the  opportunity  to  present  the  complete  exposition  of 
the  principles  and  objects  of  the  organization  which  these  letters  embody. 

What  the  association  aspires  to  accomplish  is  more  effectively  set  forth  in  these 
very  interesting  communications  than  it  possibly  can  be  in  any  formal  platform,  and 
the  reader  will  find  them  an  emphatic  disavowal  of  any  wish  to  encourage  extremism 
or  intolerance. 

January  4,  1909. 
Mr.  Charles  W.  Knapp, 

Editor,  Saint  Louis  Republic,  City. 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  desire  to  thank  you  for  the  effort  made  in  your  issue  of  Saturday, 
January  2,  to  correct  some  of  the  erroneous  statements  of  your  editorials  with  reference 
to  the  GomperH,  Mitchell,  and  Morrison  contempt  proceedings,  as  well  as  to  the  Citi- 
zens' Industrial  Association. 

Your  remarks  regarding  trial  by  jury  for  contempt  are  very  illuminating  in  face  of 
the  statutes  under  the  Constitution.    Vou  further  say  that — " 
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"To  bring  Mitchell  'within  the  pale  of  the  law,'  for  instance,  the  court  quoted  from 
Mitchell's  book,  'Organized  Labor,'  to  show  that  in  it  Mitchell  counseled  opposition 
to  injunctions  when  they  opposed  anything  lawful.  The  court  also  referrea  to  the 
fact  that  Mitchell  was  the  presiding  officer  at  the  miners'  convention  in  January, 
1906,  when  a  resolution  which  made  him  in  cont  mpt  of  court  was  adopted.  As  that 
convention  was  held  nearly  a  year  before  the  injunction  was  applied  for,  and  the  book 
was  written  several  years  before,  the  pertinence  of  the  allusions  is  not  apparent,  and 
only  the  utmost  complacency  would  accept  this  part  of  the  reasoning  as  sound." 

It  would  seem  that  the  reference  to  these  matters  was  made  only  for  the  purpose  of 
concealing  and  misstating  them.  Mitchell's  views  in  his  book  were  properly  quoted 
as  stated  in  1903  and  again  in  1906,  at  a  meeting  of  the  Civic  Federation  in  New  York, 
to  show  his  attitude  and  mind  to  all  court  orders. 

The  convention  that  you  refer  to  was  held  in  January,  1908,  and  the  resolution 
which  placed  Mitchell  in  contempt  of  court  was  passed  five  weeks  after  the  prelimi- 
nary injunction  had  been  granted,  December  18,  1907. 

However,  as  stated  in  the  beginning,  I  feel  well  satisfied  that  you  have  made  an 
honest  effort  to  set  the  Citizens  Industrial  Association  right  before  the  people  of  our 
city,  and  to  correct  the  error  contained  in  your  editorial,  The  points  referrea  to  herein 
are  not  written  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  this  discussion,  but  merely  to  call  your 
personal  attention  to  further  errors  in  your  editorial  expression. 
Very  truly  yours, 

J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  President. 


Emery  Exhibit  No.  11. 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  9y  1909. 

Gentlemen:  The  new  year  opens  with  the  legislative  situation  unchanged  by  the 
actual  introduction  of  new  matter.  However,  I  have  in  my  possession  a  proposed 
amendment  of  the  Sherman  Act  from  the  same  source  which  offered  the  Hepburn 
amendment  of  last  year.  It  has  not  yet  been  introduced  into  Congress,  but  is  under 
consideration  for  that  purpose.  An  analysis  will  be  made  for  your  benefit  as  soon  as 
circumstances  make  it  necessary. 

It  is  worthy  of  note  that  the  Civic  Federation  has  appointed  a  committee  of  five  to 
draft  an  amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act.  The  committee  consists  of  Seth  Low, 
chairman;  Frederick  P.  Fish,  of  Boston;  Frederick  Judson,  of  St.  louis,  attorney 
for  the  railway  brotherhoods;  Reuben  Silliman,  of  New  York;  and  Henry  W.  Taft, 
of  New  York.  Mr.  Easley,  of  that  organization,  issues  an  appeal  for  support  "to  all 
who  believe  that  the  public  interests  demand  a  radical  amendment  to  the  Sherman 
antitrust  law." 

The  recent  contempt  convictions  of  the  American  Federation  officials  threaten  to 
raise  an  issue  of  the  most  vital  importance.  That  is,  whether  or  not  the  President 
possesses  and  will  exercise  the  power  to  pardon  for  a  contempt  arising  from  the  vio- 
lation of  a  judicial  order  enforcing  a  remedial  decree.  Reason  and  authority,  we 
are  satisfied,  are  against  the  possession  by  the  Executive  of  the  power,  not  merely 
to  prevent  the  court  from  sustaining  its  dignity,  but  enforcing  its  remedial  orders. 
If  the  President  possesses  such  a  power,  he  exercises  judicial  power  acting  as  an 
appellate  court  to  set  aside  the  enforcement  of  a  remedy  which  a  court  has  adjudged 
to  a  litigant.  The  judiciary  then  becomes  a  subordinate  and  not  a  coordinate  branch 
of  the  Government,  being  dependent  for  the  protection  of  its  dignity  and  authority 
and  the  enforcement  of  its  judgments  upon  the  Executive  pleasure.  Even  if  he  pos- 
sesses the  power,  its  exercise  in  the  Buck's  case  would  encourage  the  deliberate  vio- 
lation of  judicial  orders  by  organized  labor  and  increased  disrespect  for  judicial 
authority. 

We  beg  your  careful  attention  to  this  matter  that  yovrselves  and  your  members 
may  thoro>  ghly  appreciate  this  exceedingly  critical  siti  ation  that  you  may  be  pre- 
pared to  obtain  prompt  and  efficient  protest  against  an  exercise  of  Executive  clem- 
ency if  there  should  be  evidence  of  intent  to  apply  it.  Through  the  courtesy  of  our 
associate,  the  American  Antiboycott  Association,  we  send  you  under  separate  cover 
copy  of  the  arguments  of  Messrs.  Darlington  and  Reck,  which  will  thoroughly  inform 
you  concerning  the  law  and  evidence  in  the  contempt  proceedings,  and  we  shall 
further  send  you  very  shortly  a  copy  of  the  decision  of  Justice  Wright,  now  in  the 
press. 
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There  is  every  likelihood  that  within  a  short  time  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee 
will  report  to  the  full  committee  the  result  of  the  hearings  upon  the  Wilson  and  War- 
ner amendments  to  the  Sherman  Act,  the  former  providing  for  the  exemption  of  labor 
organizations  and  the  latter  being  a  duplicate  of  the  Hepburn  amendment  in  the 
House.  We  have  every  reason  to  believe,  in  view  of  the  argument,  that  the  report 
will  be  unfavorable  to  these  bills. 

On  the  two  occasions  during  last  year  when  you  were  asked  to  protest  against 
proposed  action  in  the  Republican  caucus  to  indorse  an  injunction  bill,  and  in  the 
Republican  National  Convention  to  approve  an  outrageous  injunction  plank,  the 
determination,  volume,  and  unity  of  your  protest  obtained  for  it  immediate  and 
favorable  attention.  Our  future  success  under  similar  conditions  depends  upon  equal 
determination  and  cooperative  unity.  Occasional  and  spasmodic  protests  defeat 
their  purpose.  Let  us,  therefore,  not  act  unless  serious  occasion  arises,  and  then  with 
all  the  energy  and  influence  at  our  command.  I  call  your  special  attention  to  this 
because  of  the  possible  necessities  of  the  future.  Copies  of  the  St.  Ixniis  Republic 
sent  to  you  by  the  secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis  afford 
a  remarkable  example  of  unified  protest  and  its  reward. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

James  A.  Emery.  Counsel. 


Emery  Exhibit  No.  12. 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  7,  1909. 

Gentlemen:  I  am  sending  you  under  separate  cover  an  address  made  on  the  floor 
of  Congress  by  the  Hon.  John  J.  Jenkins,  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the 
House,  in  response  to  the  now  very  much  discussed  question:  "Can  the  Sherman  Act 
be  benenciallv  amended0"  The  statement  of  elemental  legal  principles  involved  is 
so  concise  ana*  clear  that  it  seems  an  unusually  excellent  document  from  an  excep- 
tionally authoritative  source  to  distribute  among  your  members,  that  the  business 
man  may  understand  the  elemental  meaning  and  purpose  of  the  Sherman  Act  and 
the  inherent  difficulties  attendent  upon  the  proposal  to  amend  it. 

On  Wednesday  last  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
reported  adversely  to  the  full  committee  on  the  Hepburn  amendment  to  the  Sherman 
Act,  known  in  the  Senate  as  the  Warner  bill.  The  full  Committee  of  the  Judiciary 
adopted  the  rule  of  the  subcommittee  and  unanimously  reported  to  the  Senate  against 
the  amendment  of  the  Sherman  Act.  This  disposes  of  the  chief  attempt  during  this 
session  to  amend  the  Sherman  Act. 

Please  call  upon  Mr.  Schwedtman  or  myself  for  such  additional  copies  as  you  may 
require  for  distribution  among  your  members,  and  they  will  be  promptly  sent. 

You  will  be  pleased  to  learn  that  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Com 
mittee  of  the  House  will  shortly  give  upon  the  floor  an  exhaustive  legal  discussion  of 
the  various  measures  proposed  to  amend  the  existing  equity  practice  in  the  issuance 
of  injunctions.     This  will  be,  needless  to  say,  a  most  valuable  addition  to  the  legal 
literature  on  that  very  important  subject. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  James  A.  Emery,  Counsel. 


Emery  Exhibit  No.  13. 

The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 

St.  Louis,  February  18,  1910. 

Gentlemen  :  For  the  past  ten  days  a  persistent  effort  has  been  made  to  force  the 
reporting  of  the  eight-hour  bill  from  the  House  Labor  Committee.  The  Democrats 
undoubtedly  believed  that  one  or  more  of  the  Republican  members  of  the  committee 
would  join  them  in  an  effort  to  take  that  bill  into  the  House.  A  strong  lobby  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  has  been  actively  engaged  in  canvassing  the  members 
of  the  Labor  Committee  and  exerting  every  pressure  upon  them  and  sucn  other  Repub- 
licans as  they  believed  might  indirectly  assist  them  in  this  matter. 

At  the  first  meeting  of  the  Labor  Committee  for  this  session  a  quorum  was  not  present. 
At  the  second  meeting  of  the  committee  held  on  Monday,  February  14,  the  Demo- 
cratic effort  to  force  this  unwise  and  invalid  legislation  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House  was  defeated,  and  the  committee  prudenlty  referred  the  bill  to  a  special  sub- 
committee, consisting  of  Congressmen  Vreeland  of  New  York,  Ma&&rk\.  <s>\ Ikasssa*'*^ 
Allen  of  Maine,  Republicans,  Rainey  of  Illinois  and  Covix^siv  oV^x^Vss^'S^as*- 
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crats.  This  committee  is  to  consider  and  report  upon  the  constitutionality  of  the 
measure.  We  have  no  doubt  that  an  examination  of  the  law,  which  will  be  carefully 
presented  to  them,  will  satisfy  a  majority  of  this  committee  that  the  legislation  is  not 
only  exceedingly  unwise,  as  has  been  proven,  but  an  unconstitutional  interference  with 
the  right  of  private  contract,  and  further  invalid  because  of  the  ambiguous  and  obscure 
language  of  several  important  sections. 

The  effort  to  compel  unwise  action  upon  this  measure  has  been  carefully  observed 
and  resisted,  and  while  it  has  not  been  necessary  to  call  upon  your  assistance  at  this 
time,  the  occasion  may  be  required  in  the  future,  either  with  reference  to  the  bill,  in 
the  House  committee,  or  an  identical  measure  introduced  by  Senator  Borah  of  Idaho, 
and  now  in  the  Senate  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor,  of  which  that  gentleman 
is  chairman. 

I  am,  very  respectfully  yours,  James  A.  Emery,  Counsel. 


Emery  Exhibit  No.  14. 

A  CRITICAL  SITUATION. 

A  critical  situation  calls  for  vour  immediate  attention  and  action.     A  bill  seriously 


hopes  "that  this  bill  will  be  promptly  reported 
and  as  promptly  passed  without  amendment.  " 

The  measure  is  H.  R.  21334,  introduced  by  Hon.  Reuben  O.  Moon  of  Philadelphia. 
It  provides  that  no  temporary  or  permanent  injunction  shall  be  issued  without  notice 
and  hearing,  except  where  irreparable  injury  is  likely  to  ensue  to  the  complainant, 
and  the  giving  of  notice,  or  the  delay  incident  thereto  would  probably  permit  the  doing 
oftheacts  sought  to  restrained,  in  that  event  a  temporary  restraining  order  may  issue 
without  notice.  But,  every  restraining  order  issued  without  notice  shall  expire  at  a 
time  not  to  exceed  seven  days  after  the  service  of  such  order,  or,  notice  of  the  same, 
unless  within  such  time,  after  hearing,  and  for  cause  shown,  the  court  extends  or  renews 
the  order. 

The  present  law,  in  force  since  1872,  permits  the  judge,  on  application  for  an  in- 
junction, if  there  appears  to  be  danger  of  irreparable  injury  from  delay,  to  grant, 
without  notice,  or  hearing,  an  order  restraining  the"  acts  sought  to  be  enjoined  until 
decision  upon  the  main  motion.  The  present  practice  thus  permits  the  court  to  main- 
tain conditions  as  they  are  at  the  time  application  for  injunction  is  made,  thus  pro- 
tecting the  subject  matter  of  litigation  until  the  court  adjudges.  Now  the  court's 
discretion,  according  to  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  fixes  the  time  that  the  temporary 
restraining  order  may  run.  Under  the  Moon  bill  the  court's  discretion  is  limited  to 
seven  days,  no  matter  what  the  circumstances  may  be,  after  which  time  application 
must  be  renewed. 

This  bill  applies  to  all  injunctions  in  every  kind  of  a  proceeding— not  to  labor  dis- 
putes alone.  It  therefore  affects  the  whole  field  of  equitable  activity  where  the  writ 
of  injunction  is  in  daily  use  to  protect  all  forms  of  property  right.  But  once  in  twenty 
times  has  it  been  applied  to  labor  disputes. 

The  bill  is  seriously  objectionable. 

First.  Because  it  limits  the  necessary  discretion  of  the  judge,  in  equity,  against 
the  immemorial  practice  and  sets  a  precedent  for  further  trespass  upon  the  only  ade- 
quate remedy  protecting  the  most  fundamental  civil  and  property  rights. 

Second.  No  State  in  the  Union  restricts  its  equity  courts  in  this  way.  The  passage 
of  this  bill  would  set  an  example  for  the  imitation  of  the  States,  and  would  be  likely 
to  cause  similar  demands  for  like  restriction  of  State  courts,  thereby  crippling  their 
efficiency. 

Third.  There  is  no  crood  reason  to  change  the  present  injunction  procedure,  which 
is  not  oppressive  in  itself,  and  has  not  been  oppressively  used.  It  is,  furthermore, 
the  practice  in  vogue  during  the  life  of  our  judicial  system,  and  experience  demon- 
strates its  perfect  fitness  to  meet  the  necessities  of  our  complex  industrial  and  com- 
mercial life.  Of  the  Moon  bill  its  own  author  says  ''It  goes  further  in  limiting  the 
power  of  the  court  than  prudent  judges  have  t?onc  for  more  than  a  century.  " 

Fourth.  There  is  no  demand  for  the  limitations  of  the  Moon  bill.  No  representative 
of  organized  lal>or.  and  no  sympathizer  with  its  attack  upon  the  writ  of  injunction,  has 
ever  asked  for  legislation  of  this  character. 

Fifth.  Giving  recognition  to  an  unfounded  complaint  against  our  judges  by  pro- 
posing in  response  to  it  to  change  the  present  procedure  in  the  issuance  of  in  junction!), 
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the  passage  of  this  measure  would  reflect  upon  the  integrity  and  capacity  of  the  Federal 
courts  and  tend  to  lessen  public  respect  for  the  judiciary. 

Sixth.  It  is  highly  improbable  that  such  a  measure  as  the  Moon  bill  could  pass 
through  the  House  without  radical  amendments  representing  every  subversive  pro- 
posal that  has  been  made,  or  could  be  devised  by  aroused  partisans  to  embarrass  lie 
party  in  power.  Once  started  through  Congress,  no  man  can  say  in  what  shape  the 
proposal  to  emasculate  the  injunctive  remedy  would  reach  the  President. 

Littering  a  solemn  word  of  warning  against  the  menace  of  radical  legislation  of  this 
kind,  the  President,  then  Judge  Taft,  said  in  an  address  to  the  American  Bar  Associa- 
tion at  Detroit,  Mich.,  in  1895: 

"It  will  not  be  surprising  if  the  storm  of  abuse  heaped  on  the  Federal  courts  and  the 
political  strength  of  popular  groups  whose  plans  of  social  reform  have  met  obstruction 
in  those  tribunals,  snail  lead  to  serious  efforts  through  legislation  to  cut  down  their 
jurisdiction  and  cripple  their  efficiency.  If  this  comes  then  the  responsibility  for 
its  efforts,  whether  good,  or  bad,  must  be  not  only  with  those  who  urge  the  change, 
but  also  with  those  who  do  not  resist  its  coming. " 

Confronting  this  critical  situation,  will  you  not  protest  immediately  to  your  Con- 
gressman against  the  Moon  bill,  the  first  step  in  a  serious  effort  to  "cut  down  the  juris- 
diction "  and  '  *  cripple  the  efficiency  "  of  our  courts.  Will  you  not  furthermore,  present 
your  protest  to  the  President  himself,  for  he  is  the  real  force  behind  this  proposal. 

We  suggest,  finally,  that  you  should  not  only  act  individually,  but  endeavor  to  cause 
industrial,  or  commercial  associations,  all  of  whose  meml>ers  are  keenly  interested 
in  the  preservation  of  equity  remedies,  to  join  in  immediate  and  emphatic  protest. 
This  is  essential  for  the  protection  of  your  interests  and  the  performance  of  your  duty 
in  impressing  the  just  opinion  of  yourselves  and  your  community  upon  your  public 
servants. 

John  Kirby, 
President,  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

J.  W.  Van  Cleave, 
Chairman,  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

James  A.  Emery,  Counsel. 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  15. 

Bulletin  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Industrial  legislation  in  the  3rd  session  61st  Congress. 

The  expiration  of  the  3rd  session  of  the  61st  Congress  requires  us  to  briefly  call  your 
attention  to  certain  legislative  results  n  which  you  possess  an  abiding  interest.  In 
accordance  with  the  custom  of  your  officers,  we  have  avoided  causing  alarm  or  seeking 
assistance  save  it  became  essentially  necessary.  Individuals  and  associations  in  par- 
ticular localities  have  had  their  attention  directed  to  matters  necessitating  their  spe- 
cific action,  but  no  occasion  has  arisen,  as  in  previous  sessions,  to  require  general 
attention.  As  you  have  not  been  annoyed  in  the  past  with  tr  vial  details,  your  time 
will  be  taxed  now  only  with  those  substantial  proceedings  of  special  importance  and 
those  apparent  tendencies  it  is  essential  you  should  notice. 

In  the  volume  of  legislation  proposed  the  61st  Congress  exceeds  all  its  predecessors. 
Substantial! v  43,500  bills  were  proposed  in  the  Ilouse  and  Senate  during  its  three 
sessions.  Of  this  number,  the  vast  majority  were  private  bills  and  resolutions.  Of 
the  public  measures  several  hundred  affecting  in  a  variety  of  ways  industrial  relations 
and  proposing  to  modify,  amend  or  repeal,  in  part  or  whole,  existing  substantive  law. 
were  given  thorough  examination  and  attention  proportionate  to  their  character  ana 
the  influence  behind  them.  At  the  same  time,  .measures  affecting  the  industrial 
relations  pending  before  various  State  legislatures  were  likewise  reviewed. 

I.  Early  in  the  present  session,  after  important  conferences  in  which  you  were 
represented  by  your  president  and  counsel,  the  so-called  Moon  injunction  bill  was 
practically  abandoned  by  its  chief  supporters.  But  the  subject  of  the  regulation  of 
injunctions  was  raised  in  an  unusual  manner  during  the  consideration  of  the  oill  for  the 
codification  of  the  laws  relating  to  the  Federal  judiciary. 

This  important  measure  was  reported  simultaneously  to  the  House  and  Senate  from 
the  (Committee  on  Revision  of  the  Laws  during  the  2nd  session  and  represented  a 
splendid  effort  to  plare  in  the  form  of  a  code  all  the  various  statutes  passed  from  time 
to  time  and  relating  to  the  organization,  administration,  and  procedure  of  the  circuit 
and  district  courts  of  the  United  States. 
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Far-reaching  changes  were  proposed  in  the  organization  and  jurisdiction  of  the 
circuit  courts,  and  it  became  necessary  in  considering  the  measure  to  review  the 
existing  Federal  procedure  in  the  issuance  of  injunctions.  Opportunity  wa9  therefore 
necessarily  offered  to  propose  amendments  to  the  present  law  governing  the  issuance 
of  injunctions  by  Federal  courts.  The  danger  latent  in  such  an  opportunity  was 
previously  emphasized  by  us  during  the  effort  made  in  the  early  part  of  the  last  session 
to  Becure  consideration  for  the  so-called  Moon  injunction  bill.  The  warning  then 
issued  is  demonstrated  to  be  sound  by  the  spectacle  presented  on  December  14thv 
when,  on  the  first  opportunity  offered  during  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  the 
codification  of  laws  relating  to  the  judiciary,  the  following  six  amendments  were 
immediately  offered  in  the  House  as  substitutes  for  the  existing  law  respecting  the 
issuance  of  injunctions: 

1.  By  Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania,  secretary  and  treasurer  of  the  Mine  Workers' 
Union.  This  amendment  was  in  the  terms  of  the  famous  Pearre  bill  and  provided 
that  in  the  issuance  of  an  injunction  in  the  course  of  any  trade  dispute,  neither  the 
right  to  create  or  continue  the  relation  of  employer  and  employee  or  to  carry  on  business 
of  any  particular  kind  or  at  any  place  or  at  all  should  be  considered  a  property  right, 
and  no  act  of  two  or  more  persons  done  in  furtherance  of  a  labor  dispute  should  be 
construed  either  to  be  a  conspiracy  nor  the  basis  of  an  action  for  damages,  unless  the 
act  agreed  to  or  to  be  done  would  be  unlawful  if  done  by  an  individual,  and  it  was 
forbidden  to  join  such  an  agreement. 

2.  By  Mr.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey  a  most  indefatigable  representative  of  organized 
labor,  proposed  that  no  court  should  have  jurisdiction  to  enjoin  any  combination  for 
the  purpose  of  leaving  or  refusing  to  enter  into  employment  or  from  using  peaceable 
means  to  advise,  encourage,  or  pereuade  others  to  leave  or  enter  employment. 

3.  By  Mr.  Kendall,  of  Iowa,  that  no  restraining  order  should  be  issued  in  a  trade 
dispute  without  previous  notice  and  hearing  and  that  no  combination  of  two  or  more 
persons  to  do  any  act  in  which  a  dispute  should  be  a  conspiracy  and  enjoinable  as 
such,  unless  the  act  would  be  unlawful  when  done  by  a  single  individual,  and  that 
all  contempts  not  committed  in  the  presence  of  the  court  or  in  proximity  thereto 
should  be  punishable  only  after  trial  by  jury. 

4.  By  Mr.  Sterling,  of  Illinois,  as  an  amendment  to  the  well-known  Moon  injunction 
bill,  with  which  previous  discussion  has  made  you  familiar. 

5.  By  Mr.  Thomas,  of  Kentucky,  providing  a  Bpecial  rule  for  injunctions  issued  in 
trade  disputes,  the  same  to  be  issued  under  no  circumstances  without  hearing,  unless 
the  adverse  party  did  not  appear,  and  further  providing  that  no  contract,  combination, 
or  agreement  between  two  or  more  persons  in  furtherance  of  a  trade  dispute  should 
be  restrained  by  injunction,  nor  should  any  such  combination,  contract,  or  agreement 
be  under  any  circumstances  punishable  as  a  crime  unless  the  acts  done  or  agreed  to 
be  done  by  combination  or  agreement  would  be  criminal  if  performed  by  one  person. 

G.  By  Mr.  Stanley,  of  Kentucky,  embodying  substantially  all  that  was  proposed  by 
Mr.  Thomas,  but  providing  further  that  all  contempts  of  court  should  be  divided  into 
two  classes,  direct  and  indirect,  the  former  to  be  those  committed  in  the  presence  of 
the  court,  the  latter  those  committed  outside  the  court.  A  limited  power  of  summary 
punishment  was  preserved  in  the  former  instance,  the  contemnor  having  the  right  to 
trial  by  jury,  even  for  contempt  committed  in  the  presence  of  the  court,  if  the  pun- 
ishment exceeded  thirty  hours'  imprisonment  or  a  fine  of  $200.  All  indirect  con- 
tempts were  to  be  the  subject  of  jury  trial  under  a  procedure  like  that  in  the  case  of 
an  accusation  of  crime.  Proceedings  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  were 
alone  excluded  from  the  terms  of  the  amendment. 

Unable  to  restrain  their  impatience,  the  above  gentlemen  offered  these  amendments 
before  the  section  to  which  they  related  was  reached.  A  point  of  order  was  made 
against  them,  and  it  was  agreed  that  the  amendments  should  be  laid  aside  to  receive 
consideration  when  that  portion  of  the  subject  relating  to  injunction  procedure  was 
reached  (sections  249,  250,  and  251).  The  codification  bill  received  practically  ex- 
clusive consideration  during  all  the  calendar  Wednesdays  of  the  session  from  De- 
cember to  March,  but  on  the  eve  of  reaching  consideration  of  the  amendments  re- 
specting the  issuance  of  injunctions  the  House  adjourned  on  the  last  calendar  Wed- 
nesday of  the  session.  An  identical  bill  in  the  Senate  had  in  the  meantime  passed 
that  body.  During  its  consideration  an  amendment  similar  to  that  offered  by  Wilson, 
of  Pennsylvania,  was  proposed  by  Senator  Martin,  of  Virginia.  It  was  vigorously 
opposed  oy  Senator  Heyburn,  of  Idaho,  and  beaten  by  a  vote  upon  the  floor.  In 
the  House  three  general  amendments  seriously  limiting  the  protection  provided  by 
the  Federal  courts  were  proposed  and  passed  by  the  House.  ■ 

1 .  Raising  the  jurisdictional  amount  necessary  to  permit  an  action  to  be  brought  in  * 
a  Federal  court  from  $2,000  to  $5,000,  thus  limiting  the  right  to  enter  the  Federal  courts . 
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2.  Providing  that  a  foreign  corporation  sued  in  a  State  court  by  a  resident  of  thn 
State  could  not  remove  its  cause  to  a  Federal  court  on  the  ground  of  diverse  citizen 
ship.  With  the  law  thus  changed,  a  corporate  business  suea  in  the  court  of  any  State 
would  be  unable  to  secure  the  privileges  and  advantages  of  an  appeal  to  a  Federal 
court,  although  it  might  be  the  victim  of  local  prejudice  or  subjected  to  strong  sec*- 
tional  bias. 

3.  Providing  that  no  Federal  court  should  issue  an  injunction  to  prevent  the  en- 
forcement of  a  State  law  by  a  State  officer  on  the  ground  of  its  unconstitutionality,  until 
the  question  had  been  passed  by  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  in  which  controversy 
arose.  The  success  of  this  amendment  would  prevent  prompt  Federal  judicial  pro-, 
tection  guaranteed  under  the  Constitution  against  the  enforcement  of  invalid  legist 
1  at  ion  by  the  State  which  has  in  the  past  and  might  in  the  future  result  in  serious  and 
irreparable  damage  to  rights  of  person  and  property. 

To  all  these  amendments,  in  connection  with  which  a  variety  of  important  legal 
questions  arose,  a  strong  and  persistent  opposition  was  made  with  most  successful 
results.  To  save  the  bill  for  codification  of  the  laws  from  utter  defeat,  it  was  taken 
up  in  the  final  days  of  the  session  under  a  special  rule  insuring  its  passage  through 
the  House  without  amendment.  Thus  the  attempt  to  change  the  present  procedure 
in  the  issuance  of  injunctions  was  finally  defeated.  The  bill  then  went  into  con- 
ference, and  there  the  House  amendment  withdrawing  from  corporations  the  right  of 
appeal  to  Federal  courts  on  the  ground  of  diverse  citizenship  was  eliminated.  The 
jurisdictional  amount  of  $5,000  in  the  House  amendment  was  lowered  to  $3,000  and 
the  further  amendment  prohibiting  Federal  courts  from  enjoining  the  enforcement 
of  a  State  statute  wae  replaced  by  a  substitute  measure  containing  the  terms  of  the 
so-called  Overman  amendment  tj  the  interstate  commerce  law.  This  provides  that 
before  an  injunction  shall  issue  to  restrain  the  operation  of  State  law  or  the  action  of 
a  State  officer  thereunder  hearings  shall  be  had  before  three  Federal  judges,  one  of 
whom  at  least  shall  be  a  circuit  judge  or  a  justice  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  if  irrep- 
arable damage  is  threatened  before  such  hearing  can  be  had  by  the  enforcement  of 
such  law  any  single  Federal  judge  may  issue  a  temporary  restraining  order  to  remain 
in  effect  until  the  hearing  before  three  judges  may  be  had. 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  for  a  time  it  seemed  as  though  Congress  would  be  required 
to  pass  upon  every  suggestion  to  diminish  and  weaken  the  powers  of  the  Federal 
courts  which  we  have  successfully  resisted  for  the  past  six  years.  But  in  the  face  of 
the  determined  opposition  and  a  fortunate  combination  of  circumstances,  this  perilous 
possibility  was  successfully  averted. 

II.  During  the  second  session  of  the  Sixty-first  Congress  determined  efforts  were 
repeatedly  made  by  organized  labor  to  compel  the  reporting  of  an  eight-hour  bill. 
This  effort  was  successfully  resisted,  hearings  were  had.  elaborate  briefs  were  filed, 
and  a  majority  of  the  committee  convinced  of  the  invalidity  and  inexpediency  of  the 
proposed  legislation.  Through  the  effort  of  Congressman  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  an 
amendment  was  attached  to  the  naval  appropriation  bill  last  year  requiring  the  con- 
struction of  two  battleships  and  two  colliers  under  eight-hour  conditions.  Much  as 
it  was  regretted  at  the  time,  this  legislation  has  afforded  practical  opportunity  to 
demonstrate  the  extravagant  charges  which  such  conditions  will  force  upon  the 
Government. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  testified  before  the  House  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  that  no  bids  have  been  received  for  the  construction  of  colliers,  while  the  eight- 
hour  condition  has  increased  the  cost  of  construction  of  a  battleship  in  private  yards 
21J  per  cent,  while  the  Government  constructing  identical  vessels  in  its  own  yards, 
has  been  forced  to  far  higher  costs. 

Under  the  eight-hour  requirement  of  last  session,  the  contract  for  the  Texas  was 
placed  with  the  Newport  News  Ship  Building  Co.,  under  open-shop  conditions,  for 
$5,830,000.  At  the  same  time  $6,000,000  was  appropriated  for  the  construction  of  the 
sister  ship  New  York  at  the  New  York  Navy  Yard,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
has  requested  an  additional  $1,500,000  to  complete  this  vessel,  making  its  cost  over 
$1,700,000  in  excess  of  the  identical  vessel  built  in  a  private  yard. 

In  the  face  of  these  facts,  Mr.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  secured  the  passage  of  a  fur- 
ther  amendment  in  the  naval  appropriation  bill  at  this  session  applying  eight-hour 
clauses  to  all  vessels  provided  for  therein.    While  the  bill  was  in  conference,  this 

Srovision  was  limited  in  its  application  to  two  battleships  and  certain  smaller  vessels, 
[r.  Foss,  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  called  attention  on  the 
floor  of  the  House,  on  March  4th,  to  the  extravagant  expenditures  entailed  by  the 
eight-hour  limitation  and,  in  addition  to  the  contrast  between  the  cost  of  the  New 
York  and  Texas  referred  to,  declared  that  the  Utah  was  now  being  built  by  the 
New  York  Ship  Building  Company  for  less  than  $4,000,000,  while  her  sister  ship^ 
the  Florida,  identical  in  all  particulars,  will  cost  $2,500,000  mox*  *fc  \Jaa  ^^r^I^k. 
Navy  Yard. 
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Thus  the  practical  results  of  the  effort  to  compel  the  adoption  of  an  eight-hour  day 
through  the  instrumentality  of  a  Government  contract  have  practically  and  con- 
clusively demonstrated  the  enormous  burdens  which  the  fixing  of  the  hours  of  labor 
by  law  entail  upon  private  and  public  employment. 

III.  The  closest  attention  has  necessarily  been  given  to  proposed  employers'  lia- 
bility and  workmen's  compensation  legislation,  not  only  by  Congress,  but  by  fifteen 
legislatures  in  session  at  the  close  of  1910.  While  it  is  the  consensus  of  opinion  amongst 
intelligent  employers  that  sound  and  practical  compensation  legislation  is  as  desirable 
as  it  is  inevitable,  there  has  been  evidence  of  a  disposition  to  secure  systematic  com- 
pensation for  injuries  received  in  the  course  of  employment  by  means  at  once  invalid 
and  uneconomic,  placing  undue  and  improper  burdens  upon  the  employer,  in  the 
first  instance,  and  encouraging  litigation  which  is  aimed  to  prevent  by  stripping  the 
employer  of  his  defenses,  a  policy  which  must  inevitably  encourage  the  very  legal 
actions  it  is  sought  to  diminish . 

Commissions  to  investigate  the  subject  of  workmen's  compensation  have  been 
appointed  by  eleven  States  and  by  Congress.  Your  counsel,  associated  with  Mr.  F.  C. 
Sfcnwedtman,  chairman  of  the  committee  on  industrial  indemnity  insurance  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  investigated  this  subject  in  Europe  during  the 
summer  and  fall  of  1910  and  has  been  in  intimate  to  ch  with  the  legislation  in  the 
vario  is  States,  appearing  at  different  times  before  members  of  the  legislut  re  or  legis- 
lative committees  in  the  States  of  Connecticut,  Indiana,  Misso  ri,  Michigan.  New 
Jersey,  and  Ohio.  In  each  case  there  has  been  the  closest  cooperation  with  repre- 
sentative employers  or  associations  of  employers  and  committees  of  the  legislate  re. 
In  two  instances  addresses  were  made  to  the  legislatures  of  States  by  their  invitation, 
and  every  effort  has  been  made  to  sec1  re  deliberate  investigations  as  the  basis  of 
so  Mid  and  conservative  action.  Rights  of  persons  and  property  will  be  widely  and 
seriously  affected  by  proposed  legislation  on  this  subject:  bi  1 1  nless  we  take  a  posi- 
tion of  intelligent  and  constrictive  leadership,  it  will  be  ass'  mod  by  the  radical  and 
the  demagog!  e,  and  the  current  of  existing  dissatisfaction  will  flow  into  dangerois 
channels. 

IV.  The  special  session  of  Congress  will  assemble  on  April  4th,  the  Democrats  having 
a  majority  of  55  in  the  House,  the  Republicans  a  majority  of  10  in  the  Senate.  While 
the  special  session  is  officially  called  for  the  exclusive  consideration  of  the  reciprocity 
agreement  with  Canada,  Congress  may  of  course  propose,  consider,  and  enact  any 
legislation  it  pleases. 

The  Democratic  national  platform  endorsed  serious  modifications  of  the  equity 
powers  of  the  Federal  courts  and  of  the  Sherman  Act,  which  would  remove  organised 
labor  from  its  operation.  The  American  Federation  of  Labor  is  making  no  conceal- 
ment of  confidence  in  its  ability  to  secure  legislation  which  it  has  heretofore  unsuc- 
cessfully demanded.  There  is  evidence  at  present  that  sounder  and  more  conservative 
councils  will  prevail  and  that  the  special  session  of  Congress  will  confine  its  activities 
to  tho-e  subjects  intimately  related  to  the  proposed  agreement  which  convenes  it. 
Much  will  depend  not  only  during  the  special  session,  but  at  the  regular  session  in 
December,  upon  the  personnel  of  those  special  committees  of  the  House,  like  that 
upon  Labor  and  the  Judiciary,  which  will  have  to  deal  with  injunction  bills,  regula- 
tion of  hours  of  labor  by  law,  and  proposals  to  exempt  combinations  of  labor  from  the 
antitrust  act.  The  most  conservative  influences  ought  to  be  exerted  to  secure  the 
selection  of  fair  men  upon  these  great  committees  who  will  give,  within  the  wideat 
limits  of  party  principle,  the  most  impartial  consideration  to  these  important  subjects. 

Needless  to  say,  any  action  taken  by  Congress  will  have  a  far-reacning  effect  upon 
the  activities  of  the  various  States  who*e  legislatures  are  likely  to  imitate  in  their 
proposals  and  final  action  the  models  offered  them  by  the  National  Congress.  These 
probable  proposals,  with  all  the  collateral  legislation  aiming  at  a  restriction  of  the 
remedial  powers  of  the  Federal  courts,  strike  at  essential  safeguards  of  person  and 
property  in  every  department  of  our  national  life.  They  can  be  successfully  resisted 
onlv  by  the  continuance  of  that  intelligent,  determined,  and  systematic  co-operation 
which  has  been  victorious  in  the  past.  We  have  just  cause  to  congratulate  ourselves 
upon  escape  from  a  legislative  situation  that  was  full  of  peril,  but  our  continued  secur- 
ity from  class  legislation  can  be  obtained  only  by  constant,  determined,  intelligent, 
systematic  cooperation,  which  has  made  our  efforts  strikingly  efficient  in  the  past. 

Confidently  relying  upon  your  vigilant  activity  and  support,  as  we  have  in  the 
past,  we  are. 

Very  truly,  yours, 

National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

March,  1911. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  30  Church  Street.  New 
York.) 
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Emery  Exhibit  No.  16. 
bulletin  of  the  national  council  for  industrial  defense. 

Second  session  62d  Congress. 

The  rapid  approach  of  the  second  session  of  the  62d  Congress  makes  it 
essential  to  call  to  your  attention  the  exceedingly  serious  character  01  the  legislation 
affecting  the  employing  interests  now  pending  and  likely  to  be  proposed.  Some 
of  the  measures  epitomized  have  already  been  called  to  your  attention,  others  were 
introduced  in  the  last  days  of  the  special  session,  and  it  is  intended  now  merely  to 
give  a  brief  resume1  of  their  character  and  emphasize  their  significance,  leaving  a 
more  detailed  explanation  to  await  the  developments  of  the  session. 

Five  8-hour  bills,  H.  R.  20162,  by  Sulzer,  of  New  York;  25576,  by  Edwards, 
of  Georgia;  26984,  by  Hayes,  of  California;  27125,  by  Wilson,  of  Illinois,  and  29156, 
by  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  are  before  the  House  Committee  on  Labor,  and  that 
one  of  tnese  which  most  closely  reaches  the  form  demanded  by  the  American  Feder- 
ation of  Labor  is  likely  to  be  reported  by  the  House  Committee  on  Labor  in  which  its 
representatives  have  a  dominating  influence. 

No  less  than  seven  measures  intended  to  provide  trial  by  jury  in  contempt  cases 
are  before  the  House  Judiciary  Committee,  the  most  important  of  these.  H.  R.  13578, 
by  Mr.  Clayton,  of  Georgia,  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  will  be  the  subject 
of  hearings  beginning  December  7th.  The  purpose  of  these  measures  is  to  divide 
all  contempts  into  direct  or  indirect  contempts;  the  former,  being  those  committed 
in  the  immediate  presence  of  the  court,  may  be  summarily  punished;  all  others  are 
to  require  trial  by  jury,  as  in  criminal  proceedings,  subject  to  the  usual  appeals. 

The  usual  host  of  measures  intended  to  prevent  the  issuance  of  injunctions  by 
Federal  courts  without  notice  and  hearing  have  been  introduced,  and  this  number 
will  undoubtedly  be  augmented.  Many  of  these  measures,  notably  that  of  Mr.  Wil- 
son, of  Pennsylvania,  follow  the  form  of  the  old  Pearre  bill,  and  are  intended  to  apply 
only  to  labor  disputes.  The  effect  of  any  of  these  bills,  as  well  as  those  providing 
for  trial  by  jury  in  contempt  cases,  would  be  to  emasculate  the  protective  power  of 
the  Federal  equity  courts,  lessening  their  preventive  efficiency  and  rendering  inca- 
pable of  practical  enforcement  the  orders  which  they  issue,  not  only  in  labor  dis- 
putes, but  in  that  much  more  numerous  class  of  cases  in  which  the  full  powers  of 
equity  are  essential  to  the  protection  of  all  forms  of  civil  rights  in  every  department 
of  commerce  and  industry. 

Most  serious  measures,  House  bill  5970,  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  and  Senate  bill  1162,  by 
Mr.  La  Follette,  were  called  to  your  attention  during  the  preceding  session.  They 
are  intended  to  authorize  the  unionizing  of  Government  employees,  and  were  the 
subject  of  spirited  hearings  before  the  House  Committee  on  Reform  in  the  Civil 
Service,  in  which  yourselves  and  the  Post  Office  Department  were  heard  in  oppo- 
sition. In  the  face  of  determined  protest  the  measure  was  not  reported,  but  is  still 
pending  in  committee  and  likely  to  be  the  object  of  an  insistent  demand  from  the 
Federation  of  Labor. 

The  much -discussed  Sherman  Act  is  the  subject  of  many  proposed  amendments, 
some  intended  to  make  it  much  more  drastic  than  it  now  is  in  its  penalties;  others 
to  remove  certain  classes  of  combinations  from  its  operation.  Mr.  Hughes,  of  New 
Jersey,  representing  the  demands  of  organized  labor,  proposes  to  exempt  agricul- 
tural, horticultural,  and  labor  combinations  from  its  terms  and  thus  remove  from 
organized  labor  the  ban  directed  against  the  interstate  bovcott  by  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  in  the  Loewe  (208  U.  S.),  and  Bucks  fctove  and  Range  (214  U.  S.) 
cases. 

A  special  committee  of  the  Senate  is  now  investigating  the  subject  of  the  regula- 
tion of  combinations,  and  it  is  presumed  that  its  hearings  will  lead  to  important,  legis- 
lative suggestions  with  regard  to  the  regulation  of  corporations  and  trusts  and  will, 
indeed,  probably  be  the  basis  of  suggested  amendments  to  the  Sherman  Act. 

Out  of  proceedings  had  against  combinations  under  the  Sherman  Act  has  come 
a  proposal  to  compel  patentees  to  issue  licenses  to  applicants  for  the  use  of  their  inven- 
tions upon  terms  ana  under  conditions  to  be  fixea  by  the  Commissioner  of  Patents. 
Measures  having  this  object  in  view  have  been  introduced  in  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Gore, 
Senate  bill  2116,  and  in  the  House  by  Mr.  Oldfield,  H.  R.  8776,  and  it  is  well  known 
that  these  measures  will  be  activelv  pressed  during  the  coming  session. 

Throughout  the  summer  and  fall  a  most  important  joint  committee  of  the  Senate 
and  House  has  been  investigating  the  subject  of  employers'  liability  and  workmen's 
compensation,  holding  hearings  at  the  Capital  and  in  several  of  th«  tax^st  cdas*» 
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The  committee,  consisting  of  eminent  Members  of  both  Houses,  has  heard  mu«"h 
legal  and  practical  discussion  of  these  important  subjects,  and  in  all  these  hearing 
you  have  been  fully  represented.  It  is  undoubtedly  the  intention  of  the  commiiu* 
to  recommend  a  measure  conservative  in  character,  but  far-reaching  in  it?  conse- 
quences. The  bill  will  in  all  likelihood  be  confined  within  well-defined  limit?  of 
congressional  power  under  the  interstate -commerce  clause.  It  is  certain  to  include 
the  railroads  and  may  be  broadened  sufficiently  to  bring  in  other  common  carrier?. 
The  measure  is  not  yet  formulated,  but  tentative  elementary  principles  of  legisla- 
tion have  be«»n  suggested  by  the  committee  and  fully  discussed  and  criticized  before 
it.  The  bill  will  be  of  very  great  importance  to  all  employers  because  its  underlying 
principles  are  likely  to  be  imitated  in  the  legislation  of  the  States,  and,  sooner  or 
later,  its  terms  will,  in  all  likelihood,  be  extended  to  all  forms  of  employment  that  can 
be  brought  within  the  Federal  jurisdiction. 

The  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  in  his  opening  address  to  the 
convention  of  that  body,  recently  in  session,  declares  the  intention  of  himself  and 
associates  to  press  for  legislation  restricting  the  Federal  judicial  power  within  the 
narrow  limits  which  he  has  frequently  demanded.  Evidences  of  support  to  these 
radical  ideas  are  found  not  only  in  the  legislation  introduced  by  those  generally 
recognized  as  the  congressional  exponents  of  the  extreme  views  of  the  Federation 
of  Labor,  but  by  others  who  are  attacking  the  Federal  courts  for  different  reason*, 
notably  in  the  measures  introduced  and  expounded  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  by  the 
Senators  from  Oklahoma  and  Oregon,  demanding  the  popular  election  of  all  infe- 
rior Federal  judges  and  the  recall  by  congressional  resolution  of  the  Justices  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  further,  making  it  impossible  for  the  Supreme  Court  itself  to 
declare  unconstitutional  any  act  of  Congress,  no  matter  what  its  nature  or  effect, 
unless  the  court  be  unanimous  in  holding  the  act  invalid. 

Perhaps  the  boldest  and  baldest  endeavor  to  use  congressional  power  in  the  interest 
of  an  individual  and  a  class  is  exhibited  in  two  bills,  H.  R.  12419  and  H.  R.  12533, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Hughes  of  New  Jersey,  which  differ  from  each  other  only  in  their 
title,  and  that  tells  a  most  significant  story.  The  first  is  entitled:  "A  bill  providing 
for  the  removal  of  certain  actions  pending  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  from  one  justice  of  said  court  to  another  justice  of  the  same  court. " 

The  second  bill  is  identically  the  same,  introduced  three  days  later,  and  the  title 
changed  to:  "A  bill  providing  for  change  of  venue  in  civil  and  criminal  causes  in  the 
District  of  Columbia." 

Among  other  things,  these  measures  provide,  and  that  is  their  obvious  purpose,  "  that 
in  all  proceedings  for  contempt  of  court  pending  at  any  time  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  District  of  Columbia"  either  party  to  the  proceeding  on  suggesting,  under  oath, 
that  he  can  not  have  a  fair  and  impartial  trial  before  the  justice  in  whose  court  the 
contempt  is  pending,  may  require  such  justice  to  transfer  the  hearing  to  some  other 
court  for  trial. 

This  is  so  obviously  aimed  at  the  Gompers  contempt  proceedings  that  it  seems  no 
wonder  that  the  title  of  the  bill  was  changed  from  one  "providing  for  the  removal  of 
certain  actions  pending  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  "  to  a  general 
title  applicable  to  change  of  venue  in  all  civil  and  criminal  causes.  The  disguise 
was  changwl  too  late  to  avoid  identification  of  the  purpose  of  the  legislation. 

The  accumulating  evidence  of  a  union  of  many  radical  forces  to  press  extreme  and 
revolutionary  measures  aimed  at  the  vital  powers  of  the  judiciary  essential  to  the 
protection  of  life  and  property  conferred  for  that  purpose  and  tested  by  the  experience 
of  more  than  a  century,  makes  essential  the  utmost  vigilance  during  the  coming  ses- 
sion. The  determined  and  energetic  cooperation  which  has  characterized  your 
efforts  in  the  past  is  essential  to  the  protection  of  your  just  rights  and  interests  in  the 
present.  The  largely  increased  membership  of  the  council  has  greatly  augmented 
its  strength,  and  its  officers  and  representatives  continue  to  rely  upon  the  suggestions 
and  support  that  have  brought  it  so  much  justifiable  practical  success. 

John  Kirby,  Jr.,  Chairman. 
J.  P.  Bird,  Secretary-Treasurer. 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

November,  1911. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  No.  30  Church  Street 
New  York  City  ) 
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Emery  Exhibit  No.  17. 

[No.  2.] 

Bulletin  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Second  session  62d  Congress. 

We  beg  to  call  your  immediate  attention  to  legislative  proposals  of  more  than  ordinary 
importance. 

6ne,  H.  R.  9061,  commonly  known  as  the  eight-hour  bill,  was  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  August  21st,  in  the  last  days  of  the  special  session,  passed  the  House 
December  14th,  and  is  now  in  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  of  the  Senate. 

The  other,  H.  R.  13578,  is  a  measure  providing  for  trial  by  jury  in  contempt  cases. 
It  is  in  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  hearings  have  recently  been  had  for 
several  days,  your  counsel  appearing  in  opposition  during  two  sessions  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

the  eight-hour  bill. 

Much  discussion  has  doubtless  familiarized  you  with  the  purpose  and  character  of 
this  measure.  You  will  recall  that  by  the  act  of  1892  it  is  provided,  under  penalty, 
that  no  contractor  or  subcontractor  may  employ  any  workman  or  mechanic  upon  the 
public  works  of  the  United  States  more  than  eight  hours  in  one  calendar  day.  The 
purpose  of  the  proposed  measure  is  to  extend  these  restrictions  to  the  subject  matter 
of  all  Government  contracts,  save  those  excepted  by  this  bill.    The  exceptions  are: 

"That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  apply  to  contracts  for  transportation  by  land  or  water 
or  for  the  transmission  of  intelligence,  or  for  such  materials  or  articles  as  may  usually 
be  bought  in  the  open  market,  except  armor  and  armor  plate,  whether  made  to  con- 
form to  particular  specifications  or  not,  or  for  the  purchase  of  supplies  by  the  Govern- 
ment, whether  manufactured  to  conform  to  particular  specifications  or  not:  Provided, 
That  all  classes  of  work  which  have  been,  are  now,  or  may  hereafter  be  performed  by 
the  Government  shall,  when  done  by  contract  or  otherwise,  by  individuals,  firms, 
or  corporations,  be  performed  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and  provisions  of  this 
act." 

With  these  exceptions,  the  body  of  the  bill  provides  that  every  contract  made  by 
or  for  the  Government  shall  contain  a  stipulation  binding  every  contractor  and  sub* 
contractor,  under  penalty,  that  no  laborer  or  mechanic  be  employed  on  the  subject 
matter  of  the  contract  more  than  eight  hours  in  one  calendar  day.  The  President 
may  waive  these  stipulations  only  during  time  of  war  or  when  it  is  imminent,  and  no 
penalty  is  to  be  imposed  for  any  violation  of  such  contract  when  due  to  any  emergency 
'caused  by  fire,  famine,  or  flood,  by  danger  to  life  or  property,  or  by  other  extraor- 
dinary event  or  condition  which  the  President  shall  subsequently  declare  to  have  been 
justifiable." 

It  was  asserted  on  the  floor  of  the  House  by  its  proponents  during  the  debate  on 
December  14th  that  the  bill,  by  virtue  of  its  exceptions,  has  now  only  a  very  limited 
application.  But  whenever  the  proponents  were  pressed  as  to  whether  or  not  this  or 
that  class  of  things  was  included  in  the  measure  or  excepted  from  it,  they  stated  that 
such  terms  as  "obtained  in  the  open  market,"  "supplies,"  etc.,  were  of  necessity 
"indefinite"  and  their  inclusion  or  not  must  be  left  to  the  "administrators"  of  the 
measure. 

With  the  exception  of  the  words  "armor  and  armor  plate,"  the  language  of  exception 
is  verbally  identical  with  that  which  has  appeared  in  preceding  bills,  and  quite  apart 
from  other  objections,  it  is  open  to  the  same  criticism  directed  against  it  in  1904,  when 
the  Solicitor  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  Labor  was  asked  to  render  an  opinion 
as  to  the  scope  of  this  measure. 

He  severely  criticised  the  terms  of  exception  as  "vague,"  saying: 

"This  uncertainty  in  the  use  of  the  word  'supplies,  like  the  vagueness  of  the  ex- 
pression 'such  materials  as  may  usually  be  bought  in  the  open  market,'  in  my  opinion, 
makes  it  vitally  necessary  that  the  bill  should  be  amended  and  more  specific  language 
used.  Uncertainty  as  to  the  scope  of  these  exceptions  will  doubtless  result  in  con- 
tractors increasing  the  amount  of  their  bids  or  refraining  from  bidding.  If  they 
bought  under  the  impression  that  the  contract  sought  by  them  is  within  the  exception, 
it  may  hereafter  be  determined  that  it  is  not  within  the  exception,  and,  in  such  event, 
great  loss  would  result  to  them."  (Opinion  of  W.  M.  Collier,  Solicitor  Department 
of  Commerce  and  Labor,  June  22,  1904.) 

The  purpose  of  this  measure  was  frankly  stated  by  Mr.  Gompers  in  hearings  before 
the  House  Committee  on  Labor  in  1902,  when  he  said  ot  t&*  ^w^yb%  x&ssnssxs^ 
identical  in  character: 
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"  If  this  bill  shall  become  a  law,  it  will  not  long  be  possible  to  operate  one  branch 
of  a  plant  on  the  eight-hour  basis  and  another  upon  the  ten-hour  basis.  Now,  we  know 
what  the  effect  of  it  would  be,  and  it  is  because  they,  too,  know  what  the  effect  of  the 
law  would  be  that  they  oppose  it.'1 

Mr.  Payson: 

"That  we  would  then  work  more  men  eight  hours  on  Government  work  only,  and 
also  work  other  men  ten  hours  on  private  work?  Do  you  think  that  plan  would  obtain 
in  any  establishment  in  this  country?'1 

Mr.  O'Connell  (president  International  Association  of  Machinists): 

"  It  might  for  a  little  while,  until  the  men  realize  what  is  going  on.  Then  the  men 
who  are  working  ten  hours  will  say  to  you:  4  You  will  have  to  get  other  men  to  work 
for  you.'" 

Mr.  PayBon: 

"There  will  be  a  strike,  of  course;  that  is  what  it  means." 

Mr.  O'Connell: 

"That  will  be  the  inevitable  result." 

(P.  55,  Report  Hearings,  59th  Congress,  1906.) 

The  purpose  of  this  measure  must  be  evident  to  every  practical  mind.  The  form 
in  which  it  is  cast  will  compel  the  Government  contractor  under  its  terms  to  either 
accept  a  vague  and  ambiguous  liability  of  the  most  serious  nature,  or  forego  under  fear 
of  uncertain  penalties  the  valuable  privilege  of  contracting  with  the  Government 
He  must  subject  himself  to  penalties  for  the  acts  of  subcontractors  against  which  he 
can  not  adequately  protect  nimself,  while  many  manufacturers  would  likewise  be 
under  the  necessity  of  doing  Government  work,  if  they  did  it  at  all,  with  separate 
shifts  of  men,  working  less  hours  than  the  general  force,  an  impracticable  condition. 
No  contractor  may  employ  a  workman  overtime  for  overtime  pay  and  no  workman 
may  accept  overtime  work  on  the  subject  matter  of  the  Government  contract. 

The  congressional  support  of  this  measure  becomes  the  more  astonishing  when  the 
very  recent  experience  of  the  Navy  Department  with  the  eight-hour  limitation  is 
Drought  to  mind.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  testified  before  the  House  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs  in  January,  1911,  respecting  the  comparative  cost  of  battleships  built 
with  and  without  eight-hour  limitations  and  in  navy  yards  or  by  private  contract. 
He  called  attention  to  the  Utah  and  Florida,  sister  ships.  The  former,  built  by  pri- 
vate contract  without  an  eight-hour  limitation,  was  finished  seven  months  sooner 
than  the  latter,  at  a  cost  of  nearly  f 2,400,000  less,  the  Florida,  built  under  the  eight- 
hour  limitation  in  the  New  York  Navy  Yard,  costing  substantially  58  per  cent  more.  The 
Secretary,  moreover,  declared  that  if  the  naval  construction  program  recommended 
by  him  were  carried  out  "  under  the  eight-hour  basis,  it  would  cost  five  million  dollars 
more  than  if  we  should  build  it  under  conditions  without  the  eight-hour  limit,  and 
it  is  a  small  building  program." 

If  the  enactment  of  the  eight-hour  bill  forced  the  Government  to  become  its  own 
manufacturer,  the  increased  costs  to  it  and  the  increased  tax  thereby  laid  upon  the 
people  of  the  United  States  is  illustrated  by  another  part  of  the  Secretary's  testimony, 
where  he  contrasts  the  cost  of  Government  naval  construction  under  an  eight-hour 
limitation  and  private  construction  under  the  same  limitation.  Thus  he  calls  attention 
to  the  cost  of  the  Texas  and  the  New  York,  sister  battleships,  the  former  building  at 
the  Newport  News  Shipbuilding  Yards  for  $5,830,000;  the  latter,  under  construction 
a  ithe  New  York  Navy  Yard,  could  not  be  built  under  the  limit  prescribed  by  Con- 
gress ($6,000,000),  and  $1,500,000  additional  was  appropriated  to  complete  her,  or, 
as  the  Secretary  says  of  the  New  York,  "This  would  make  her  cost  $1,710,000  more 
than  the  ship  built  outside  and  restricted  to  the  eight-hour  law."  It  is  therefore  evi- 
dent that  the  proposed  legislation  and  its  inevitable  consequences  would  greatly 
increase  the  burden  of  taxation,  and  the  Government's  brief  experience  demonstrates 
it  to  be  a  most  uneconomic  policy. 

Hearings  on  this  measure  will  doubtless  be  given  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor  soon  after  the  first  of  the  year,  and  you  should  make  your  objections 
known  to  the  members  of  that  body  at  once. 

It  is  composed  as  follows: 

William  E.  Borah,  Idaho  (Republican),  chairman. 


Republicans:  Boies  Penrose,  of  Pennsylvania;  Henry  A.  du  Pont,  of  Delaware; 
Carroll  S.  Page,  of  Vermont;  George  P.  McLean,  of  Connecticut;  William  S.  Kenyon, 
of  Iowa. 

Democrats:  Isidor  Rayner,  of  Maryland:  John  H.  Bankhead,  of  Alabama;  Benj.  F. 
Snivel  y,  of  Indiana;  Claude  A.  Swanson.  of  Virginia;  James  E.  Martine,  of  New  Jersey. 
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TRIAL  BT  JURY  IN  CONTEMPT  CASES. 

A  number  of  measures  to  secure  trial  by  jury  in  contempt  cases  are  pending  before 
the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  Ihey  are  H.  R.  9,  H.  R.  1617,  H.  R.  1720, 
H.  R.  1722,  H.  R.  4422,  H.  R.  4688,  H.  R.  5605,  H.  R.  9435,  H.  R.  11485  and  H.  R. 
13578. 

Of  these  bills  the  last,  H.  R.  13578,  has  been  the  chief  object  of  consideration.  It 
is  a  measure  introduced  by  Mr.  Clayton,  of  Alabama,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  and  applies  to  all  courts  of  the  United  States  except  the  Supreme  Court. 
It  divides  all  contempts  of  court  into  ' '  direct "  and '  *  indirect "  contempts.  4 '  Direct " 
contempts  are  declared  to  be  those  committed  in  the  immediate  presence  of  the  court, 
or  so  near  thereto  as  to  obstruct  the  administration  of  justice,  (2)  the  neglect  or  refusal 
to  obey  a  subpoena  as  witness  and  produce  books  or  papers,  (3)  the  neglect  or  refusal 
to  obey  summons  as  a  juror,  and  (4)  the  misbehavior  of  officers  of  the  court  in  their 
official  transactions  or  their  disobedience  or  resistance  to  any  process  or  command  of 
the  court  or  judge  at  chambers.    All  other  contempts  are  "indirect"  contempts. 

"Direct"  contempts  may  be  punished  summarily  without  written  accusation. 
"  Indirect "  contempts  give  to  the  accused  a  right  of  trial  by  jury  as  in  a  criminal  case. 
If  conviction  is  had  the  defendant  is  entitled  to  appeal,  as  in  criminal  cases,  and  to  be 
admitted  to  bail  pending  the  determination  of  the  appeal. 

It  must  be  obvious  even  to  the  lay  mind  that  this  proposal  would  revolutionize 
the  administration  of  justice  in  the  Federal  courts  and  its  example,  urging  an  imita- 
tion by  the  States,  would  lead  to  like  proposals  for  the  subversion  of  judicial  authority. 
So  far  the  only  proponents  of  this  legislation  appearing  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  have  been  Congressman  Kendall  of  Iowa,  Mr.  Jackson  H.  Ralston,  one  of 
the  counsel  for  Gompers,  Mitchell  and  Morrison  in  the  contempt  proceedings,  and 
Mr.  William  B.  Wilson,  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Labor,  former  inter- 
national secretary-treasurer  of  the  United  Mine  Workers  of  America  and  a  recognized 
spokesman  in  Congress  of  the  demands  of  organized  labor. 

The  inherent  power  of  every  court  of  superior  character  to  defend  itself  and  its 
orders  by  proceedings  in  contempt  has  been  asserted  and  sustained  from  time  imme- 
morial at  the  common  law,  and  throughout  the  judicial  history  of  this  Nation  by  all 
Federal  and  State  courts  of  last  resort. 

"A  court  without  the  power  effectually  to  protect  itself  against  the  assaults  of  the 
lawless,  or  to  enforce  its  orders,  judgments,  or  decrees  against  the  recusant  parties 
before  it,  would  be  a  disgrace  to  the  legislation  and  a  stigma  upon  the  age  which 
invented  it. "     (Watson  v.  Williams,  36  Miss.,  331.) 

Quoted  with  approval  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  re  Debs  (158 
U.  S.,  594). 

Objections  to  this  measure  may  be  briefly  summarized  as  follows: 

1.  The  circuit  and  district  courts  of  the  United  States  to  which  this  bill  applies 
are  established  by  Congress  but  derive  their  judicial  power  from  the  Constitution 
and  possess  an  inherent  power  of  self-defense  and  self-preservation.  This  power  may 
be  regulated  by  Congress  but  can  neither  be  destroyed*  nor  so  impaired  as  to  render 
it  impotent  to  administer  justice, 

"In  order  that  a  court  may  compel  obedience  to  its  orders  it  .must  have  the  right 
to  inquire  whether  there  has  been  any  disobedience  thereof.  To  submit  the  question 
of  disobedience  to  another  tribunal,  be  it  a  jury  or  another  court,  would  operate  to 
deprive  the  proceeding  of  half  its  efficiency.       (In  re  Debs,  158  U.  S.,  594.) 

If  a  party  can  make  himself  a  judge  of  the  validity  of  orders  which  have  been  issued , 
and  by  nis  own  act  of  disobedience  set  them  aside,  then  are  the  courts  impotent,  and 
what  the  Constitution  now  fittingly  calls  the  '  judicial  power  of  the  United  States ' 
would  be  a  mere  mockery. 

"This  power  '  has  been  uniformly  held  to  be  necessary  to  the  protection  of  the  court 
from  insults  and  oppression  while  in  the  ordinary  exercise  of  its  duty,  and  to  enable 
it  to  enforce  its  judgments  and  orders  necessary  to  the  due  administration  of  law  and 
the  protection  of  the  rights  of  citizens.' 

"There  has  been  general  recognition  of  the  fact  that  the  courts  are  clothed  with 
this  power  and  must  be  authorized  to  exercise  it  without  referring  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  to  another  tribunal  or  to  a  jury  in  the  same  tribunal.  For  if  there  was  no  such 
authority  in  the  first  instance,  there  would  be  no  power  to  enforce  its  orders  if  they 
were  disregarded  in  such  independent  investigation.  Without  authority  to  act 
promptly  and  independently  the  courts  could  not  administer  public  justice  or  enforce 
the  rights  of  private  litigants. "  (Gompers  v.  Bucks  Stove  and  Range  Co.,  221  U.  S., 
450.) 

2.  Undertaking  to  curb  the  so-called  "arbitrary"  power  of  the  court  to  \^\\\£sfcs.Vst 
contempt,  the  bill  would  enlarge  the  pcwer  oi  summary  ^\tfv\^m^\&A^<tfsA  wos&o*- 
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tutional  limits.  It  permits  the  court  to  punish  refusal  or  neglect  to  obey  a  subpoena 
as  witness  or  a  summons  for  jury  service;  acts  committed  outside  a  court  room  and 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  judge's  senses;  as  though  they  were  acts  committed  in  his 
presence  and  under  his  eye,  a  procedure  condemned  by  many  decisions. 

3.  Wherever  a  citizen  is  entitled  to  enforce  a  right  by  a  proceeding  in  equity,  the 
enforcement  of  any  order  made  is  a  step  in  an  equity  proceeding,  and  the  judge  sitting 
in  equity  is  constitutionally  bound  to  be  the  judge  of  both  law  and  fact,  and  the 
citizen  is  entitled  to  have  him  be  the  judge  of  both  law  and  fact.  If  in  such  a  proceed- 
ing an  order  made  by  the  chancellor  was  violated  any  attempt  by  the  legislature  to 
compel  him  to  accept  a  jury  to  pass  on  the  fact  of  a  contempt  would  not  only  trespass 
upon  the  right  of  the  court  to  be  the  sole  judge  of  both  law  and  fact  in  an  equity  pro- 
ceeding, but  would  likewise  infringe  upon  the  constitutional  right  of  the  citizen  to 
have  him  pass  upon  questions  of  both  law  and  fact  in  the  enforcement  of  the  citizen's 
rights.    Tnis  point  has  likewise  been  uniformly  sustained  by  courts  of  last  resort. 

4.  From  a  practical  standpoint  such  a  measure  would  deprive  a  court  of  the  power 
to  enforce  its  own  orders  against  those  who  violated  them,  since  every  contemnor 
who  demanded  a  jury  trial  would,  if  convicted,  delay  the  enforcement  of  a  court's 
order  by  the  appeals  to  which  he  was  entitled,  and  every  litigant  who  obtained  an 
order  enforcing  his  rights  in  any  proceeding  would  be  uncertain  as  to  whether  or  not 
he  could  secure  their  enforcement  until  twelve  men  had  affirmed  the  judgment  of  one 
with  respect  to  each  person  who  defied  or  refused  to  obey  the  court's  order.  Every 
judicial  decision  would  depend  for  its  final  enforcement  upon  the  varying  judgments 
of  juries  and  the  judicial  decree,  instead  of  insuring  the  rights  of  the  person  who  secured 
it,  would  merely  convey  the  privilege  of  further  litigation  to  enforce  it,  an  impracti- 
cable and  ridiculous  condition  in  which  the  administration  of  justice  would  become 
impossible. 

5.  There  .never  was  a  time  when  the  full  vigor  of  the  judicial  power  is  so  essential 
to  the  effective  protection  of  life  and  property  against  prevalent  lawless  attacks.  The 
whole  country  has  been  recently  stirred  by  confessions  and  investigations  which  point 
to  a  national  conspiracy,  deliberately  planned  and  systematically  executed  through 
a  period  of  years  in  many  States  and  cities,  for  the  purpose  of  intimidating,  through 
most  destructive  attacks  upon  life  and  property,  employer  and  workmen  who  refused 
to  conduct  their  business  and  earn  iheir  living  in  accordance  with  the  demands  of  a 
national  organization  of  labor.  The  extent  of  this  conspiracy  is  indicated  while  not 
yet  completely  outlined,  but  sufficient  is  publicly  known  to  prove  the  gravity  of  the 
situation.  Now,  least  of  all,  is  the  time  when  demands  or  those  who  have  been 
confederated  and  intimately  associated  with  a  known  criminal  combination  ought 
to  receive  consideration,  but  rather  should  they  be  publicly  rebuked  for  brazen 
assaults  upon  the  very  citadels  of  justice. 

It  is  not  unlikely  that  a  measure  of  the  character  here  outlined  may  be  reported 
from  the  Judiciary  Committee  unless  you  make  known  at  once  to  your  representatives 
in  the  House  and  Senate  your  opposition  to  these  dangerous  proposals.  The  matter 
deserves  your  immediate  attention. 

The  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  is  composed  as  follows: 

Henry  D.  Clayton,  Alabama  (Democrat),  chairman. 

Republicans:  John  A.  Sterling,  of  Illinois;  Reuben  0.  Moon,  of  Pennsylvania; 
Edwin  W.  Higgins,  of  Connecticut;  Paul  Howland,  of  Ohio;  Frank  M.  Nye,  of  Minne- 
sota; George  W.  Norris,  of  Nebraska;  Francis  H.  Dodds,  of  Michigan. 

Democrats:  Robert  L.  Henry,  of  Texas;  Edwin  Y.  Webb,  of  North  Carolina;  Charles 
C.  Carlin,  of  Virginia;  Wm.  W.  Rucker,  of  Missouri;  Wm.  C.  Houston,  of  Tennessee: 
John  C.  Floyd,  of  Arkansas;  R.  Y.  Thomas,  jr.,  of  Kentucky;  James  M.  Graham,  of 
Illinois;  H.  Garland  Dupre\  of  Louisiana;  Martin  W.  Littleton,  of  New  Yorkj  Walter  I. 
McCoy,  of  New  Jersey;  John  W.  Davis,  of  West  Virginia;  Daniel  J.  McGillicuddy,  of 
Maine. 

Yours  very  truly, 

John  Kirby,  Jr.,  Chairman. 
J.  P.  Bird,  Secretary -Treasurer. 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

January,  1912. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  No.  30  Church  Street. 
New  York  City.) 
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Emery  Exhibit  No.  18. 
[No.  3.] 

Bulletin  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Second  session  62d  Congress. 

\Ye  beg  your  attention  for  two  measures  requiring  immediate  consideration  and 
action: 

J.  H.  R.  21100,  by  Mr.  Clayton,  of  Alabama,  providing  trial  by  jury  for  certain 
contempts,  just  reported  from  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  of  which  the 
author  is  chairman,  is  likelv  to  receive  consideration  in  the  House  on  Wednesday, 
March  27th. 

2.  A  provision  inserted  in  H.  R.  21279,  the  Post  Office  appropriation  bill,  being  a 
part  of  section  6  of  that  measure,  and  authorizing,  among  other  things,  membership 
in  organizations  of  postal  employees  for  the  purpose  of  improving  working  conditions 
and  permitting  such  organizations  to  affiliate  with  labor  associations  outside  of  the 
public  service. 

trial  by  jury  for  contempts. 

II .  R.  21100  is  the  last  of  eleven  bills  before  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  pro- 
viding for  trial  by  jury  in  contempt  cases.  The  substance  of  this  measure  is  that  if 
any  act  or  thing  done  in  violation  of  an  injunction  is  also  a  criminal  offence,  "under 
any  statute  of  the  United  States  or  at  common  law,"  the  person  accused  of  the  con- 
tempt may  demand  a  trial  by  jury.  The  bill  applies  only  to  district  courts  of  the  United 
States,  but  not  to  any  contempt  committed  in  the  presence  of  the  court  or  so  near 
thereto  as  to  obstruct  the  administration  of  justice,"  nor  to  any  contempt  committed 
in  any  action  in  which  the  United  States  is  the  plaintiff.  If  convicted,  the  con- 
temnor  may  not  be  imprisoned  to  exceed  six  months  nor  fined  more  than  one  thousand 
dollars,  and  shall  have  a  right  of  appeal  as  in  criminal  cases,  and  upon  the  granting 
of  a  writ  of  error  on  appeal  may  be  admitted  to  bail. 

The  reason  for  this  kind  of  a  proposal  was  summed  up  in  a  brief  statement  of  Presi- 
dent Taft,  then  a  judge,  addressing  the  American  Bar  Association  at  Detroit,  Michigan, 
in  1895: 

"The  argument  seems  to  be  that  because  many  men  are  determined  to  violate 
the  rights  of  the  public  and  their  fellow  citizens  in  spite  of  the  lawful  orders  of  the 
Federal  court  restraining  them  from  doing  so,  they  should,  on  account  of  their  number 
and  popular  strength,  have  a  right  which  no  Anglo-Saxon  has  hitherto  ever  enjoyed, 
to  interpose  a  jury  trial  between  them  and  the  enforcement  of  a  court's  order." 

We  believe  this  measure  is  as  invalid  as  it  is  inexpedient: 

1.  Because  the  judicial  power  of  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States  is  of  the 
same  quality,  derived  from  the  same  source,  conferred  at  the  same  time,  and  in  the 
same  words  as  the  judicial  power  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  can  not  be  impaired  by 
Congress. 

2.  The  right  to  enforce  its  orders,  to  protect  its  dignity,  to  be  the  sole  judge  in  the 
last  resort  of  contempts  of  its  authority,  has  been  recognized  since  time  immemorial 
as  inherent  in  the  judicial  power. 

3.  It  is  equally  well  recognized  that  constitutional  courts  are  clothed  with  the  ex- 
clusive power  to  punish  for  contempts  "without  referring  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  to 
another  tribunal  or  to  a  jury  in  the  same  tribunal."  (Gompers  v.  Buck's  Stove  and 
Range  Co.,  221  U.  S.,  450.)  "To  submit  the  question  of  disobedience  to  another 
tribunal,  be  it  a  jury  or  another  court,  would  operate  to  deprive  the  proceeding  of 
half  of  its  efficiency/'    (In  re  Debs,  158  U.  S.,  594.) 

4.  The  courts  have  uniformly  held  that  they  cannot  and  will  not  enjoin  the  com- 
mission of  crime.  But  the  jurisdiction  of  an  equity  court  is  not  destroyed  by  the  fact 
that  the  acts  threatening  irreparable  injury  "are  accompanied  by  or  are  themselves 
violations  of  the  criminal  code." 

5.  Every  layman  can  realize  as  clearly  as  any  lawyer  the  practical  consequences 
which  follow  if  a  court  must  wait  upon  the  slow  course  of  a  jury  trial  before  it  can 
compel  compliance  with  its  own  orders,  and  there  is  hardly  a  violation  of  a  Federal 
injunction  conceivable,  whether  done  alone  or  in  combination  with  others,  that  may 
not  also  be  regarded  as  a  criminal  offence  under  sections  37  and  135  of  the  Criminal 
Code  of  the  United  States,  which  forbid  persons  to  "corruptly"  obstruct  or  impede 
the  administration  of  justice  or  to  conspire  to  commit  an  offence  against  the  United 
States. 
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This  bill  is  expected  to  come  up  for  consideration  in  the  House  on  Wednesday  next, 
March  27th.  We  urge  vou  to  communicate  directly  and  immediately  by  wire  or  letter 
with  your  Member  of  Congress  in  protest  against  this  most  dangerous  assault  upon  the 
power  and  efficiency  of  t^he  judiciary. 

UNIONIZATION   OF  POSTAL   EMPLOYEES. 

During  the  special  session  of  Congress  two  identical  bills  were  introduced —in  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  La  Follette  (S.  1162)  and  in  the  House  by  Mr.  Lloyd  (H.  R.  5970). 
These  bills  undertook: 

1.  To  confer  upon  employees  in  the  classified  civil  service  the  right  to  directly 
present  grievances  to  Congress. 

2.  The  right  to  belong  to  associations  having,  among  other  objects,  improvement 
in  the  conditions  of  labor. 

They  were  intended  to  overcome  Executive  orders  of  Presidents  Roosevelt  andTaft 
forbidding  officers  and  employees  of  the  United  States  to  directly  or  indirectly  solicit 
or  attempt  to  influence  congressional  legislation  in  their  own  interest  except  through 
the  heads  of  their  departments.  The  second  part  was  aimed  at  an  order  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  declaring  that  the  formation  of  secret  organizations  of  railway 
postal  clerks  was  regarded  as  "inimical"  to  the  interests  of  the  Government,  ft 
grew  out  of  an  effort  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  to  organize  the  railway 

Sostal  clerks  into  unions.  This  had  progressed  so  far  that  in  the  winter  of  1911  the 
epartment  was  threatened  with  a  strike  of  200  railway  mail  clerks  in  Minnesota 
unless  certain  demands  of  such  clerks  were  granted. 

These  bills  were  instigated  by  the  American  Federation  uf  Labor  and  advocated 
before  the  Committee  on  Reform  in  the  Civil  Service  by  Messrs.  Gonipers  and  Morri- 
son. During  these  hearings  the  Post  Office  Department  showed  by  affidavits  that  it 
had  been  represented  to  the  postal  clerks  by  organizers  of  the  federation  that  it  would 
assess  its  membership  to  support  a  strike  of  the  postal  clerks  if  necessary  to  enforce 
their  demands  against  the  Government.  Mr.  Morrison,  while  endeavoring  to  evade 
a  direct  admission  that  he  believed  in  strikes  bv  public  employees,  asserted  that  one 
postal  clerk  or  one  thousand  could  at  any  time  hand  in  their  resignations. 

Your  counsel  participated  in  argument  against  the  bill,  and  the  committee  has  not 
reported  it.  but  by  exertion  of  its  political  influence  the  federation  has  caused  the 
following  to  be  inserted  in  the  Post  Office  appropriation  bill,  H.  R.  21279.  as  a  part  of 
section  6  of  that  bill: 

"Provided,  however,  That  membership  in  any  society,  association,  club,  or  other 
form  of  organization  of  postal  employees  having  for  its  objects,  among  other  things, 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  labor  of  its  members,  including  hours  of  labor  ana 
compensation  therefor  and  leave  of  absence,  by  any  person  or  groups  of  persons  in 
said  postal  service,  or  the  presenting  by  any  such  person  or  groups  of  persons  of  any 
grievance  or  grievances  to  the  Congress  or  any  Member  thereof  shall  not  constitute  or 
be  cause  for  reduction  in  rank  or  compensation  or  removal  of  such  person  or  groups  of 
persons  from  said  service." 

There  are  18,000  railway  mail  clerks  who  distribute  the  mail  en  route.  A  concerted 
interruption  of  this  service,  in  whole  or  in  part,  would  paralyze  communication  ante- 
cedent to  all  forms  of  business  as  completely  as  the  stoppage  of  the  railroads.  The 
objection  to  the  measure  is  not  that  it  authorizes  organizations  of  postal  employees, 
but  that  it  permits  such  organizations  to  affiliate  with  associations  outside  of  the  postal 
service  which  seek  to  control  the  action  of  employes  therein.    To  this  condition  tlie  most 

gjwerful  objection  has  been  made  in  a  recent  letter  by  President  Nicholas  Murray 
utler,  of  Columbia  University,  New  York,  in  which  he  says: 

"In  my  judgment  the  fundamental  principle  at  issue  is  perfectly  clear.  Servants 
of  the  State  in  any  capacity — military,  naval,  or  civil — are  in  our  Government  there 
by  their  own  choice  and  not  of  necessity.  Their  sole  obligation  is  to  the  State  and  its 
interests.  There  is  no  analogy  between  a  servant  or  employe  of  the  State  and  the 
State  itself  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  laborer  and  private  or  corporate  capitalist  on  the 
other.  The  tendency  of  public  service  officials  to  organize  for  their  own  mutual 
benefit  and  improvement  l*  well  enough,  so  far  as  it  goes.  The  element  of  danger 
enters  when  these  organizations  ally  or  affiliate  themselves  with  labor  unions,  begin 
to  use  labor  union  methods,  and  take  the  attitude  of  labor  unions  toward  capital  in 
their  own  attitude  toward  the  State.  In  my  judgment,  loyalty  and  treason  ought  to 
mean  the  same  thing  in  the  civil  service  that  they  do  in  the  military  and  naval  services. 
The  door  to  get  out  is  always  open  if  one  does  not  wish  to  serve  the  public  on  these 
terms.  Indeed,  I  am  not  sure  that  as  civilization  progresses  loyal tv  and  treason  in 
the  civil  service  will  not  become  more  important  and  more  vital  than  loyalty  and 
treason  in  the  military  and  naval  services.    The  happiness  and  prosperity  of  a  com- 
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munity  might  be  more  easily  wrecked  by  the  paralysis  of  its  postal  and  telegraph 
services,  for  example,  than  by  a  mutiny  on  shipboard. 

"Just  as  soon  as  any  human  being  puts  the  interest  of  a  group  or  class  to  which  he 
belongs,  or  conceives  himself  to  belong,  above  the  interest  of  the  State  as  a  whole,  at 
that  moment  he  makes  it  impossible  for  himself  to  be  a  good  citizen.  It  seems  to  me 
that  what  I  said  in  my  speech  in  Chicago  is  entirely  true,  namely,  that  a  servant  of 
the  entire  community  can  not  be  permitted  to  affiliate  or  ally  himself  with  the  class 
interests  of  a  part  of  the  community." 

This  appropriation  bill  will  receive  consideration  during  the  next  10  or  12  days. 
Will  you  not  direct  the  attention  of  your  Congressman  and  Senator  to  the  section 
indicated,  objecting,  as  the  leading  nations  of  the  world  do,  to  a  divided  allegiance  on 
the  part  of  their  civil  servants  which  may  at  any  time  cause  or  incite  them,  to  use 
against  society  as  a  whole,  the  methods  used  against  private  employers  in  labor 
disputes? 

The  vice  of  the  section  indicated  may  be  readily  cured  by  an  amendment  providing 
that  nothing  in  the  section  shall  be  construed  "to  permit  organizations  of  postal 
employes  to  affiliate  with  associations  outside  the  department." 
Yours  very  truly, 

John  Kirby,  Jr.,  Chairman. 
J.  P.  Bird,  Secretary- Treasurer. 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

March  1912. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  No  30  Church  Street, 
New  York  City.) 
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Second  session  62d  Congress. 

THE   EIGHT-HOUR  BILL. 

On  Friday,  April  5th,  the  eight-hour  bill,  H.  R.  9061,  was,  by  a  vote  of  six  to  four, 
reported  out  of  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  of  the  Senate.  The  bill  is 
reported  in  the  identical  form  in  which  it  passed  the  House,  although  there  was  every 
reason  to  believe  from  the  expressions  of  members  of  the  committee  that  a  majority 
of  the  committee  did  not  favor  reporting  the  measure  without  modifications  whicn 
would,  at  least,  make  it  more  intelligible. 

The  bill  will  now  go  to  the  Senate  calendar  upon  which  it  would  not  ordinarily  be 
reached  for  an  indefinite  time,  but  it  may  be  taken  up  out  of  order  by  vote  of  the 
Senate  at  any  time,  and  it  is  well  understood  that  Mr.  Borah,  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor,  to  whose  effort  the  reporting;  of  this  measure  is  chiefly 
due.  will  press  for  an  early  consideration.  •  It  is  therefore  likely  that  an  effort  will  be 
made  to  take  it  up  within  the  next  three  weeks. 

Much  previous  discussion  has  thoroughly  familiarized  you  with,  the  terms  and  pur- 
pose of  this  measure.  In  its  present  form  we  have  attacked  its  validity,  ana  we 
believe  it  to  be  ambiguous  and  uncertain  in  its  terms  and  impracticable  of  operation. 

We  urge  vou  to  at  once  address  your  Senator,  stating  your  objections  to  the  measure 
and  urging  him,  at  the  very  least,  to  support  proper  amendments,  which  will,  in  some 
degree,  lessen  the  hardships  and  render  more  definite  the  terms  of  this  extraordinary 
measure. 

We  here  print  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  and  is  reported  to  the  Senate  from  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor: 

"AN  ACT  Limiting  the  hours  of  daily  service  of  laborers  and  mechanics  employed  upon  work  done  for 
the  United  States,  or  for  any  Territory,  or  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes. 

11  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  That  every  contract  hereaiter  made  to  which  the  United  States, 
any  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia  is  a  party,  and  every  such  contract  made  for 
or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  or  any  Territory,  or  said  District,  which  may  require 
or  involve  the  employment  of  laborers  or  mechanics  shall  contain  a  provision  that  no 
laborer  or  mechanic  doing  any  part  of  the  work  contemplated  by  the  contract^  in.  tk& 
employ  of  the  contractor  or  any  subcontractor  contracting  lot  *.tl>j  ^a\,  <&*m^^<sS*. 
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contemplated,  shall  be  required  or  permitted  to  work  more  than  eight  hours  in  any 
one  calendar  day  upon  such  work;  and  every  such  contract  shall  stipulate  a  penalty 
for  each  violation  of  such  provision  in  such  contract  of  five  dollars  for  each  laborer  or 
mechanic  for  every  calendar  day  in  which  he  shall  be  required  or  permitted  to  labor 
more  than  eight  hours  upon  said  work;  and  any  officer  or  person  designated  as  inspec- 
tor of  the  work  to  be  performed  under  any  such  contract,  or  to  aid  in  enforcing  the 
fulfillment  thereof,  shall,  upon  observation  or  investigation,  forthwith  report  to  the 
proper  officer  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
all  violations  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  directed  to  be  made  in  every  such  contract, 
together  with  the  name  of  each  laborer  or  mechanic  who  has  been  required  or  per- 
mitted to  labor  in  violation  of  such  stipulation  and  the  day  of  such  violation,  and  the 
amount  of  the  penalties  imposed  according  to  the  stipulation  in  any  such  contract 
shall  be  directed  to  be  withheld  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States,  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  or  the  Territory  contracting  by  the  officer  or  person  whose  duty  it 
shall  be  to  approve  the  payment  of  the  moneys  due  under  such  contract,  whether  the 
violation  of  the  provisions  of  such  contract  is  by  the  con  tractor  or  any  subcontractor. 
Any  contractor  or  subcontractor  aggrieved  by  the  withholding  of  any  penalty  as  here- 
inbefore provided  shall  have  the  right  within  six  months  thereafter  to  appeal  to  the 
head  of  the  department  making  the  contract  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  or  the  Ter- 
ritory, and  in  the  case  of  a  contract  made  by  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  commis- 
sioners thereof,  who  shall  have  power  to  review  the  action  imposing  the  penalty,  and 
in  all  such  appeals  from  such  final  order  whereby  a  contractor  or  subcontractor  may 
be  aggrieved  by  the  imposition  of  the  penalty  hereinbefore  provided  such  contractor 
or  subcontractor  may  within  six  months  after  decision  by  such  head  of  a  department 
or  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  file  a  claim  in  the  Court  ot  Claims, 
which  shall  have  jurisdiction  to  hear  and  decide  the  matter  in  like  manner  as  in  other 
cases  before  said  court. 

"Sec  2.  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  apply  to  contracts  for  transportation  by  land 
or  water,  or  for  the  transmission  of  intelligence,  #>r  for  such  materials  or  articles  as  may 
usually  be  bought  in  open  market,  except  armor  and  armor  plate,  whether  made  to 
conform  to  particular  specifications  or  not,  or  for  the  purchase  of  supplies  by  the  Gov- 
ernment, whether  manufactured  to  conform  to  particular  specifications  or  not:  Pro- 
vided, That  all  classes  of  work  which  have  been,  are  now,  or  may  hereafter  be  per- 
formed by  the  Government  shall,  when  done  by  contract,  by  individuals,  firms,  or  cor- 
porations for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  or  any  of  the  Territories  or  the  District 
of  Columbia,  be  performed  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and  provisions  of  this  act. 
The  President,  by  Executive  order,  may  waive  the  provisions  and  stipulations  in  this 
act  as  to  any  specific  contract  or  contracts  during  time  of  war  or  a  time  when  war  is 
imminent.  No  penalties  shall  be  imposed  for  any  violation  of  such  provision  in  such 
contract  due  to  any  emergency  caused  by  fire,  famine,  or  flood,  by  danger  to  life  or 
to  property,  or  bv  other  extraordinary  event  or  condition  on  account  of  whicfi  the 
President  shall  subsequently  declare  the  violation  to  have  been  justifiable.  Nothing 
in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  repeal  or  modify  the  act  entitled  *  An  act  relating  to  the 
limitation  ot  the  hours  of  daily  service  of  laborers  and  mechanics  employed  upon  the 
public  works  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  District  of  Columbia,'  being  chapter 
three  hundred  and  fiftv-two  of  the  laws  of  the  Fifty-second  Congress,  approved  August 
first,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety-two,  or  to  apply  to  work  done  under  contracts  made 
prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act." 

Among  the  amendments  which  have  been  suggested  and  which  will  doubtless 
receive  the  consideration  of  the  Senate  and  to  which  the  attention  of  your  Senator 
should  be  called  are  the  following: 

1.  Strike  out  the  words  "or  permitted  "  wherever  they  occur,  after  the  words  "  shall 
be  required."  This  would  withdraw  the  prohibition  against  overtime  work  for  over- 
time pay  where  laborers  or  mechanics  desired  or  voluntarily  accepted  it  without 
duress  of  under  fear  of  discharge  or  as  a  condition  of  employment.  An  amendment  of 
this  character  is  understood  to  be  urged  by  many  workmen  throughout  the  country 
and  should  receive  the  support  of  employing  contractors  generally. 

2.  The  bill  could  be  made  more  workable,  in  the  opinion  of  many  practical  men,  by 
establishing  a  weekly  instead  of  a  daily  standard  of  hours,  the  bill  to  be  so  amended 
therefore  as  to  limit  employment  on  the  subject  matter  of  a  Government  contract  to 
forty-eight  hours  in  one  week  of  six  consecutive  working  days  instead  of  eight  hours  in 
one  calendar  day.  This,  it  is  suggested,  would  permit  a  more  practical  arrangement 
with  respect  to  the  handling  of  Government  work  in  connection  with  private  work 
without  disarranging  shop  organization. 

3.  The  proviso  in  section  2: 

"That  all  classes  of  work  which  have  been,  are  now,  or  may  hereafter  be  performed 
by  the  Government  shall,  when  done  by  contract,  by  individuals,  firms,  or  corpora- 
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tions  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  or  any  of  the  Territories  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  be  performed  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and  provisions  of  this  act" — 

Should  be  struck  out. 

It  either  means  that  every  contractor  must,  under  penalty,  be  an  accurate  historian 
and  prophet  or  it  is  purposeless  phraseology,  multiplying  by  its  presence  the  otherwise 
sufficient  ambiguities  of  the  bill. 

4.  Industrial  emergencies  due  to  train  wreck,  injury  to  the  plant,  or  accidents  in 
manufacturing  process,  otherwise  than  by  fire,  famine  or  flood,  ought  to  receive  recog- 
nition and  relieve  the  unfortunate  contractor  of  penalty  due  to  necessary  overwork 
required  to  meet  such  conditions. 

5.  The  proponents  of  the  measure,  both  in  and  out  of  Congress,  admit  that  it  must 
very  greatly  increase  the  cost  of  articles,  materials,  and  supplies  contracted  for  under 
its  terms. 

Both  manufacturers  and  the  Government  ought,  therefore,  to  be  permitted  a  reason- 
able period  of  adjustment  within  which  to  conform  to  the  radical  economic  change 
proposed.  The  contractor  should  have  opportunity  to  study  both  the  known  and 
unknown  factors  of  added  liability  and  expense  and  the  various  departments  an  • 
equal  opportunity  to  provide  for  the  additional  charges  against  the  public  purse  not 
anticipated  in  existing  appropriations.  Therefore  the  bill,  if  passed  in  any  form, 
ought  not  become  effective  before  January  1st,  1913. 

You  were  urged  to  call  the  attention  of  your  Senators  to  the  many  serious  defects 
of  this  measure  with  which  your  long  experience  and  consideration  of  it  has  made  you 
familiar,  and  the  radical  innovation  in  government  by  which  Congress  undertakes  to 
exercise  its  purchasing  power  as  a  means  of  trespassing  upon  the  police  authority  of 
the  various  States,  to  the  detriment  of  the  liberty  of  both  employer  and  employee.  A 
strong,  brief,  clear-cut  argument  from  you  at  the  present  time  will  have  a  very  great 
effect. 

It  is  essential,  since  the  measure  may  receive  consideration  very  shortly,  that  you 
act  promptly  both  with  respect  to  general  objection  and,  as  a  final  resort,  in  support 
of  amendments  suggested  that  will  at  least  render  so  dubious  a  measure  more  prac- 
ticable in  its  operation  and  certain  in  its  terms. 
Yours  very  truly, 

John  Kirby,  Jr.,  Chairman. 
J.  P.  Bird,  Secretary- Treasurer. 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

April,  1912. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  No.  30  Church  Street, 
New  York  City.) 
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Second  session  62d  Congress. 

Two  measures  in  which  you  are  more  than  ordinarilv  interested  have  received  the 
attention  of  Congress  during  recent  days,  one,  the  eight-hour  bill,  has  been  enacted 
and  approved  by  the  President,  the  other,  commonly  known  as  the  Clayton  injunction 
bill,  passed  the  House  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  and  hearings  on  the  measure  are  now 
being  had  before  the  special  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee. 

THE   EIGHT-HOUR   BILL. 

You  are  well  aware  that  under  existing  political  conditions  it  was  judged  impossible 
to  defeat  this  measure  and  a  concerted  effort  was  made  to  render  it  less  drastic  and 
impracticable  by  amendment. 

The  bill  as  enacted  and  signed  by  the  President  is  printed  below.  The  parts 
inclosed  in  brackets  were  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  and  parts  in  italics  are  the  amend- 
ments adopted  in  the  Senate.    We  request  you  to  examine  the  measure  carefully. 

•AN  AC'T  Limiting  the  hours  of  daily  service  of  laborers  and  mechanics  employed  upon  work  done  for 
the  United  States,  or  for  any  Territory,  or  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1 '  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  Axmx>xa 
in  Congress  assembled.  That  every  contract  hereafter  majd^tft^VS^^^^Ts^X^.^a^^-. 
any  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia  is  a  party,  and  every  «aOfccofcfcxwtVsB»G»^ss* 
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or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  or  any  Territory,  or  said  District,  which  may  require 
or  involve  the  employment  of  latwrers  or  mechanics  shall  contain  a  provision  that  no 
laborer  or  mechanic  doing  any  part  of  the  work  contemplated  by  the  contract,  in  the 
employ  of  the  contractor  or  any  subcontractor  contracting  for  any  part  of  said  work 
contemplated,  shall  be  required  or  permitted  to  work  more  than  eight  hours  in  any 
one  calendar  day  upon  audi  work;  and  even*  such  contract  shall  stipulate  a  penalty 
for  each  violation  of  such  provision  in  such  contract  of  five  dollars  tor  each  lalx>rer  or 
mechanic  for  every  calendar  day  in  which  he  shall  be  required  or  permitted  to  labor 
more  than  eight  hours  upon  said  work:  and  any  officer  or  person  designated  as  inspector 
of  the  work  to  be  periormed  under  any  such  contract,  or  to  aid  in  enforcing  the 
fulfillment  thereof,  shall,  upon  observation  or  investigation,  forthwith  report  to  the 
proper  officer  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
all  violations  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  directed  to  be  made  in  every  such  contract, 
together  with  the  name  of  each  laborer  or  mechanic  who  has  been  required  or  per- 
mitted to  lalx>r  in  violation  of  such  stipulation  and  the  day  of  audi  violation,  and  the 
amount  of  the  penalties  imposed  according  to  the  stipulation  in  any  such  contract  shall 
be  directed  to  r>e  withheld  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  or  the  Territory  contracting  by  the  officer  or  person  whose  duty  it  shall 
be  to  approve  the  payment  of  the  moneys  due  under  such  contract,  whether  the 
violation  of  the  provisions  of  si.ch  contract  is  by  the  contractor  or  any  subcontractor. 
Any  contractor  or  subcontractor  aggrieved  by  the  withholding  of  any  penalty  as 
hereinbefore  provided  shall  have  the  right  within  six  months  thereafter  to  appeal  to 
the  head  of  the  department  making  the  contract  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  or  the 
Territory,  and  in  tne  case  of  a  contract  made  by  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  com- 
missioners thereof,  who  shall  have  power  to  review  the  action  imposing  the  penalty, 
and  in  all  such  appeals  from  such  final  order  whereby  a  contractor  or  subcontractor 
may  be  aggrieved  t>y  the  imposition  of  the  penalty  hereinbefore  provided  si:  ch  con- 
tractor or  subcontractor  may  within  six  months  after  decision  by  sv.eh  head  of  a 
department  or  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  file  a  claim  in  the  Court 
of  Claims,  which  shall  have  jurisdiction  to  hear  and  decide  the  matter  in  like  manner 
as  in  other  cases  before  said  court. 

''Sec.  2.  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  apply  to  contracts  for  transportation  by  land 
or  water,  or  for  the  transmission  of  intelligence,  (1)  or  for  the  purchase  of  supplies,  by 
the  Government,  whether  manufactured  to  conform  to  particular  specifications  or  not.  oir 
for  such  materials  or  articles  as  may  usually  be  l>ovgnt  in  open  market,  except  annor 
and  armor  plate,  whether  made  to'  conform  to  particular  specifications  or  not,  (2)  [or 
for  the  purchase  of  supplies  by  the  Government,  whether  manufactured  to  conform 
to  particular  specifications  or  not]  or  to  the  construction  or  repair  of  levees  or  revetment* 
necessary  for  protection  against  floods  or  overflows  on  the  navigable  waters  of  the  United 
States:  Provided,  That  all  classes  of  work  which  have  been,  are  now,  or  may  hereafter 
be  performed  by  the  Government  shall,  when  done  by  contract,  by  individuals,  firms, 
or  corporations  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  or  any  of  the  Territories  or  the 
District  of  Columbia,  be  performed  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and  provisions  (3) 
of  section  one  of  this  act.  The  President,  by  Executive  order,  may  waive  the  pro- 
visions and  stipulations  in  this  act  as  to  any  specific  contract  or  contracts  during  time 
of  war  or  a  time  when  war  is  imminent  (4),  and  until  January  first,  nineteen  hundred 
and  fifteen ,  as  to  any  contract  or  contracts  entered  into  in  connection  with  the  construction 
of  the  Isthmian  Canal.  No  penalties  shall  be  imposed  for  any  violation  of  such  pro- 
vision in  such  contract  due  to  any  (5)  extraordinary  events  or  conditions  of  manufacture, 
or  to  any  emergency  caused  by  fire,  famine,  or  flood,  by  danger  to  life  or  to  property, 
or  by  other  extraordinary  event  or  condition  on  account  of  which  the  President  shall 
subsequently  declare  the  violation  to  have  been  (6)  [justifiable]  excusable.  Nothing 
in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  repeal  or  modify  the  act  entitled  'An  act  relating  to 
the  limitation  of  the  hour?  of  daily  service  of  laborers  and  mechanics  employed  upon 
the  public  works  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  District  of  Columbia '  being  chapter 
three  hundred  and  fifty-two  of  the  laws  of  the  Fifty-second  Congress,  approved  August 
first,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety-two,  (7)  [or  to  apply  to  work  done  under  contracts 
made  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act]  as  modified  by  the  acts  of  Conaress  approved  Feb- 
ruary twenty-seven tht  nineteen  hundred  and  six,  and  June  thirtieth,  nineteen  hundred  and 
six,  or  apply  to  contracts  which  have  been  or  may  be  entered  into  under  the  provisions  of 
appropriation  acts  approved  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act. 

•'  (8)  Sec.  4.     That  this  act  shall  become  effective  and  be  in  force  on  and  after  January 
first,  nineteen  hundred  and  thirteen." 

As  the  result  of  the  Senate  amendments,  you  will  observe  that  the  act: 

1 .  Does  not  apply  to  any  supplies  purchased  by  the  Government.    The  full  extent 
of  this  exception  will  depend  upon  tne  definition  to  be  given  to  the  term  "supplies" 
in  contradistinction  to  "materials  or  articles.11 
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2.  It  does  not  apply  to  the  construction  or  repair  of  levees  or  revetments  for  pro- 
tection against  floods  on  the  navigable  waters  of  t*he  United  States. 

3.  The  act  becomes  effective  January  1,  1913. 

4.  It  does  not  apply  to  contracts  which  have  or  may  be  made  under  appropriations 
approved  prior  to  trie  passage  of  the  eight-hour  bill. 

5.  The  law  applies  to  contracts  made  in  connection  with  the  construction  of  the 
Panama  Canal,  but  the  President,  by  Executive  order,  may  waive  the  requirements 
of  the  law  as  to  any  or  all  contracts  in  connection  with  the  Panama  Canal  until  January 
1,  1915. 

6.  No  penalty  is  to  be  imposed  for  any  violation  of  this  law  due  to  "extraordinary 
events  or  conditions  of  manufacture,"  or  to  any  emergency  caused  by  fire,  famine,  or 
flood,  or  by  danger  to  life  or  to  property,  and  the  President  may  subsequently  declare 
the  violation  duo  to  "any  other  extraordinary  event  or  condition"  to  be  "excusable." 

At  a  proper  time  appropriate  means  will  be  taken  to  obtain  a  necessary  interpre- 
tation of  the  terms  of  trie  law.  Your  attention  is  particularly  called  to  the  names  of 
the  eleven  Senators  who  had  the  courage  to  vote  against  this  measure  on  its  merits: 


William  O.  Bradley,  Kentucky. 
Henry  A.  Du  Pont,  Delaware. 
Weldon  B.  Heyburn,  Idaho. 
Carroll  S.  Page,  Vermont. 
Le  Roy  Percy,  Mississippi. 
George  P.  Wet-more,  Rhode  Island. 


William  P.  Dillingham,  Vermont. 
Jacob  H.  Gallinger,  New  Hampshire. 
George  T.  Oliver,  Pennsylvania. 
Elihu  Root,  New  York. 
Newell  Sanders,  Tennessee. 


THE   CLAYTON    INJUNCTION    BILL. 

Your  attention  was  called  in  a  former  bulletin  to  the  terms  of  the  Clayton  injunction 
bill,  H.  II.  23635.  The  original  proposal  has  been  changed  in  form  on  several  occasions. 
It  passed  the  House  on  May  14tn  by  a  vote  of  243  to  31.  The  31  Members  of  Congress 
who  possessed  the  fortitude  to  vote  against  this  measure  in  the  face  of  a  systematic  and 
determined  effort  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  to  politically  terrorize  Members 
of  Congress,  deserve  the  grateful  thanks,  and  should  be  retained,  in  the  memory  of 
every  good  citizen.    These  men  are: 


Thomas  S.  Br  tier,  Westchester,  Pa. 
William  M.  Calder,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 
Joseph  G.  Cannon,  Danville,  111. 
Theron  E.  Catlin,  St.  I^ouis,  Mo. 
John  Dalzell.  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
Francis  II.  Dodds,  Mt.  Pleasant.  Mich. 
M.  E.  Driscoll,  Syrac  se,  N.  Y. 
George  W.  Fairchild,  Oneonta,  N.  Y. 
Joseph  W.  Fordnev.  Saginaw,  Mich. 
John  J.  Gardner,  Egg  Harbor,  N.J. 
Robert  ().  Harris,  East  Bridgewater,  Mass. 
E.  Stevens  Henry.  Rockville,  Conn. 
Edwin  W.  Higfrins,  Norwich,  Conn. 
Ebenezer  J.  Hill,  Norwalk,  Conn. 
William  E.  Humphrey,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Daniel  F.  La  lean,  York,  Pa. 


George  P.  Lawrence,  North  Adams,  Mass. 
George  D.  McCreary,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
John  C.  McKenzie,  Elizabeth,  111. 
William  B.  Mc  Kin  ley.  Champaign,  111. 
James  McKinney.  Aledo,  111. 
Martin  Madden,  Chicago,  111. 
George  R.  Malby,  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y. 
James  R.  Mann,  Chicago,  111. 
Reuben  O.  Moon,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
J.  Hampton  Moore,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Frank  M.  Nye,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Sereno  E.  Payne,  Aub  rn,  N.  Y. 
William  D.  Stephens,  Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
John  A.  Sterling,  Bloomington,  111. 
II.  Olin  Yorng.  Ishpeming.  Mich. 


This  measure  was  considered,  debated  and  passed  in  the  House  under  a  special  rule 
forbidding  its  amendment  and  permitting  the  consideration  of  but  one  substitute. 
This  procedure  was  required  not  only  to  prevent  curative  amendments  but  likewise 
to  prevent  consideration  as  a  substitute  of  the  drastic  and  revolutionary  Bartlett  bill 
which  had  been  indorsed  by  the  president  and  executive  committee  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor. 

The  Clavton  bill  has  been  analyzed  in  a  previous  bulletin.  We  desire  to  recall  to 
you  now  that  among  its  vicious  features  is  the  proposal  to  limit  the  power  of  a  court 
of  equity;  to  protect  the  subject  matter  of  litigation  before  it  or  to  preserve  the  statvt 
quo  pending  consideration  of  the  relative  rights  of  litigants,  or  to  prevent  immediate 
and  threatened  irreparable  injury;  by  forbidding  the  granting  of  a  restraining  order 
which  shall  remain  m  effect  more  than  seven  days  from  issuance. 

A  second  and  even  more  vicious  proposal  is  that  certain  acts  enumerated  in  the  bill 
shall  under  no  circumstances  be  enjoined.  By  a  strange  coincidence  these  acts  are 
those  which  usually  accompany  and  grow  out  of  a  trade  dispute.  Among  other  thing?, 
the  bill  prevents  the  issuance  of  an  injunction  to  restrain  any  form  of  so-called  "peace- 
ful boycotting  and  picketing"  and  provides  in  effect  that  no  act  ca^ta^yy«v*A.Vu**. 
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trade  dispute  that  could  not  be  prohibited  if  done  by  one  person  in  the  absence  of  a  trade 
dispute. 

No  opportunity  was  given  to  discuss  this  particular  measure  before  the  House  Judi- 
ciary Committee,  but  opportunity  is  now  afforded  to  argue  the  whole  matter  before  a 
very  able  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  consisting  of  Senators 
Root,  of  New  York  (chairman),  Sutherland  of  Utah,  Nelson  of  Minnesota,  Chiltou  of 
West  Virginia  and  O 'Gorman  of  New  York. 

Hearings  are  now  being  had  before  this  committee.  The  Federation  of  Labor  has 
made  a  determined  but  unsuccessful  effort  to  cause  the  Senate  to  discharge  the 
Judiciary  Committee  from  the  further  consideration  of  this  bill  and  thus  bring  it  before 
the  Senate  without  affording  its  opponents  an  opportunity  to  present  argument 
against  it. 

It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  you  should  immediately  address  your  Senator  and  the 
subcommittee,  expressing  your  determined  opposition  to  this  effort  to  deprive  the  most 
fundamental  civil  and  property  rights  of  constitutionally  guaranteed  protection. 
Yours  very  truly, 

John  Kirby,  Jr.,  Chairman. 
J.  P.  Bird,  Secretary- Treasurer. 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

June,  1912. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  No.  30  Church  Street, 
New  York  City.) 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  21. 

[No.  7.] 

Bulletin  op  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Resume*  of  legislation,  second  session  62nd  Congress. 

The  62nd  Congress  closed  its  second  session  August  26.  Up  to  that  date  some 
33,000  bills  were  introduced,  including  an  unusual  number  affecting  industrial  rela- 
tions. With  the  purpose  and  effect  of  tnese  you  have  been  made  familiar  in  bulletins 
issued  from  time  to  tune  during  the  session.  We  shall  here  briefly  recapitulate  those 
measures  of  more  than  usual  interest  to  you  and  indicate  the  position  which  they 
occupy  at  the  end  of  this  session: 

eight-hour  law. 

The  eight-hour  bill,  H.  R.  9061,  which  has  been  under  consideration  in  various 
forms  during  the  past  ten  years,  was  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Labor  of  the 
House  on  August  21,  1911,  passed  the  House  December  14,  was  exhaustively  argued 
before  and  finally  reported  from  the  Senate  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor 
April  5,  1912,  and,  with  a  number  of  amendments  made  in  the  Senate  and  accepted 
by  the  House,  was  enacted  into  law  in  June.  This  measure  does  not  become  effective 
until  the  first  of  January,  1913.  It  does  not  apply  to  appropriations  approved  prior 
to  its  passage,  nor  will  it  apply  to  any  or  all  contracts  made  in  connection  with  the 
construction  of  the  Panama  Canal  until  January  1,  1915,  since  the  President,  under 
the  law,  has  by  Executive  order  waived  ;ts  requirements  until  that  date. 

In  view  of  the  doubt  which  exists  regarding  the  application  of  some  sections  of  the 
act,  an  effort  will  be  made  at  an  early  date  to  secure  an  authoritative  interpretation 
of  it  for  the  benefit  of  public  contractors. 

A  bill,  H.  R.  18787,  proposes  to  extend  the  eight-hour  law  of  1892  to  all  contracts 
"for  dredging  or  rock  excavation"  in  any  river  or  harbor  of  the  United  States  or  the 
District  of  Columbia,  making  it  a  criminal  offense  punishable  by  fine  and  imprison- 
ment to  employ  any  lal>orer  or  mechanic  more  than  eight  hours  in  one  calendar  day 
on  such  work.  This  bill  is  intended  to  overcome  the  effect  of  a  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  interpreting  the  eight-hour  law  of  1892  in  the  case  of  United 
States  v.  EUis,  206  U.  S.,  in  which  it  was  held  that  men  working  on  dredges  and 
scows  in  the  improvement  of  Boston  Harbor  were  not  laborers  or  mechanics  within 
the  meaning  of  the  eight-hour  law.  It  passed  the  House  July  31,  1912,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Laoor  of  the  Senate,  and  reported  with  several 
amendments  from  that  committee  August  20.  It  is  now  on  the  calendar  of  the  Senate 
and  will  receive  consideration  next  session. 
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ANTI-INJUNCTION   BILLS. 

The  session  has  been  marked  by  the  effort  of  the  Democratic  Congress,  under  pressure 
of  organized  labor,  to  enact  a  bill  limiting  Federal  courts  in  the  issuance  of  injunc 
tions,  particularly  in  labor  disputes.  The  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House,  having 
before  it  some  twelve  bills  variously  limiting  the  issuing  of  writs  of  injunction,  gave 
hearings  thereon  January  11,  17, 18,  and  19,  and  February  8  and  14,  1912.  The  bill 
chiefly  considered  in  these  hearings  was  H.  K.  11032,  by  Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania, 
a  revamping  of  the  old  Pearre  bill.  This  measure  not  only  provided  that  no  right  to 
continue  the  relation  of  employer  and  employee  or  to  assume  or  create  such  relation, 
or  the  patronage  or  good  will  of  business,  or  the  right  to  conduct  business  at  any  par- 
ticular place  or  at  all,  should  be  considered  or  protected  as  property  rights,  but  it 
further  provided  that  no  agreement  between  two  or  more  persons  in  any  labor  dispute 
should  constitute  a  conspiracy  or  cause  any  party  to  the  agreement  to  be  civilly  or 
criminally  liable  unless  the  acts  agreed  to  be  done  would  be  unlawful  if  done  by  a 
single  individual.  This  measure  was  defended  by  its  author,  by  Mr.  Gompers,  and 
counsel  for  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  Mr.  Ralston,  and  was  attacked  by 
your  counsel  and  others. 

The  committee  was  obviously  unwilling  and  unable  to  endorse  such  a  measure, 
and  various  compromises  were  suggested,  resulting  in  the  introduction  of  a  number 
of  bills,  H.  R.  22354  by  Mr.  Wilson,  and  H.  R.  22355  by  Mr.  Davis,  both  apparently 
representing  various  efforts  of  the  committee  to  agree  upon  some  measure  restricting 
injunctions  which  would  satisfy  the  demands  of  organized  labor  and  stand  a  legal  test. 
Angered  by  the  committee's  delay,  the  Federation's  officials  threw  their  support  to 
an  extreme  and  vicious  measure,  H.  R.  23189,  by  Mr.  Bartlett,  which  practically 
repealed  the  Decalogue  in  labor  disputes.  In  this  situation,  the  Democratic  majority 
of  the  committee  finally  agreed  upon  H.  R.  23635,  by  Mr.  Clayton,  which  was  reported 
to  the  House,  the  Republican  members  of  the  committee  disapproving  the  measure 
in  a  strong  minority  report.  The  bill  was  passed  under  suspension  of  the  rules  limit- 
ing debate  and  prohibiting  amendments,  and  in  the  Senate  was. referred  to  a  special 
subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

The  House  Judiciary  Committee  permitted  no  hearings  upon  the  measure  which  it 
reported.  During  the  time  it  was  pending  in  the  House  the  attention  of  business 
men  throughout  the  country  was  called  to  its  character,  and  it  faced  aroused  opposi- 
tion before  the  Senate  subcommittee.  The  proponents  of  the  measure  refused  to 
argue  in  its  behalf  until,  becoming  frightened  by  the  force  of  the  opposition  to  it, 
they  endeavored  to  cause  the  House  committee  to  defend  its  own  bill  before  the 
Senate,  and  failing  in  this  made  a  half-hearted  appearance  during  the  last  days  of 
the  committee's  sitting. 

Members  of  the  subcommittee,  both  Republican  and  Democratic,  were  so  impressed 
with  the  gravity  of  the  measure  that  they  declined  to  be  hurried  in  their  consideration 
of  it,  although  the  Federation  of  Labor  made  an  effort,  through  Senator  Martine  of 
New  Jersey,  to  cause  the  Judiciary  Committee  to  be  discharged  from  further  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  and  thus  bring  it  into  the  Senate. 

The  measure  has  now  gone  over  until  next  session,  when  it  is  likely  to  receive  the 
serious  and  careful  consideration  which  its  far-reaching  proposals  deserve. 

TRIAL   BY  JURY  IN   CONTEMPT  CA8ES. 

Eleven  bills  proposing  trial  by  jury  in  contempt  cases  were  introduced  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  House  early  in  the  second  session  of  the 
present  Congress.  The  chief  of  these  was  H.  R.  13578,  by  Mr.  Clayton,  chairman  of 
the  committee.  Against  this  bill  argument  was  directed  by  your  counsel  and  others 
in  hearings  before  trie  House  committee,  December  7,  8,  9  and  11,  1911.  Organized 
labor  demanded  a  measure  of  this  character  in  fulfillment  of  the  pledge  of  the  Denver 
platform;  but  the  committee  found,  if  anything,  greater  difficulty  in  satisfying  its 
legal  scruples  in  this  matter  than  in  that  of  restricting  injunctions.  H.  R.  13578  was 
obviously  unsatisfactory,  a  substitute  bill,  H.  R.  21100,  by  Mr.  Clayton,  was  appar- 
ently agreed  upon  in  the  latter  part  of  March;  but  this,  too,  finally  gave  way  to  H.  R. 
22591,  which  was  finally  reported  to  the  House  in  the  latter  part  of  April  and  passed 
under  suspension  of  the  rules  in  June.  A  strong  adverse  report  was  filed  by  the 
Republican  minority  through  Mr.  Sterling,  of  Illinois. 

The  measure  proposed  that  whenever  any  act  alleged  to  constitute  a  contempt  of 
court  was  also  a  criminal  offense  under  any  statute  of  the  United  States,  the  party 
charged  therewith  should  be  entitled  to  trial  by  jury.  Provided  such  should  not  be 
the  case  in  any  action  to  which  the  United  States  was  a  party,  nor  should  it  relate  to 
contempts  "committed  in  the  presence  of  the  court  or  so  near  thereto  as  to  obstruct 
the  administration  of  justice." 
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This  bill  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  which  body  has 
not  found  opportunity  to  give  consideration  to  the  measure,  and  it  has  consequently 
gone  over  until  the  next  session,  when  it  will  be  fully  argued. 

ORGANIZATION   OF  POSTAL  EMPLOYEES. 

Your  attention  was  called  early  in  the  session  to  a  proposal  contained  in  H.  R.  5970 
by  Mr.  Lloyd,  and  S.  1162  by  Mr.  La  Follette,  which  authorized  postal  employees  to 
become  members  of  any  organization  or  society  for  the  improvement  of  working  con- 
d  it  ion*.  It  t*H  n  became  evident  that  these  measures  were  fathered  by  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  for  the  purpose  of  unionizing  the  postal  service,  and  particularly 
the  Railway  Mail  Service,  which  distributes  the  mail  en  route.  In  hearings  had  before 
the  House  Committee  on  Reform  of  the  Civil  Service,  the  postal  authorities  and  your 
counsel  pointed  out  to  the  committee  that  while  there  was  no  objection  to  organizations 
within  the  service,  there  was  a  decided  objection  to  the  affiliation  of  organizations  of 
employees  in  the  postal  service  with  associations  outside  the  service  which  sought  to 
control  their  action  therein  and  might  directly  or  indirectly  be  made  the  means  of 
paralyzing  all  fornix  of  postal  intercourse. 

The  Democratic  Committee  on  Reform  of  the  Civil  Service  was  apparently  so 
impressed  with  the  dangers  lurking  in  these  measures  that  it  declined  to  report  them, 
whereupon,  under  pressure  of  the  labor  lobby,  they  were  incorporated  in  the  Post- 
Office  appropriation  bill,  H.  R.  21270,  as  a  part  of  section  6  of  that  measure.  In  this 
form  these  proposals  were  adopted  by  the  House,  but  rejected  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads.  This  precipitated  a  sharp  debate  in  the  Senate, 
Senate >r  La  Follette  demanding  that  employees  be  permitted  to  affiliate  with  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor,  the  opposition,  led  by  Senator  Root,  denied  the  right 
of  public  employees  to  strike  against  the  Government,  and  protested  against  granting 
such  a  privilege.  An  amendment  by  Senator  Reed  was  finally  adopted  prohibiting 
the  affiliation  of  any  organization  of  postal  employees  with  any  society  which  obli- 
gated them  to  strike  against  the  Government  or  offered  to  assist  them  in  doing  so. 

Ah  the  result  of  the  debate  in  the  Senate,  that  body  and  every  member  of  it  partici- 
pating in  the  discussion  went  on  record  as  denying  the  right  of  public  employees  to 
strike  against  the  Government,  thus  setting  a  standard  of  principle  contrary  to  that 
which  precipitated  such  serious  trouble  in  France  and  England. 

MEASURES   RELATING  TO   EFFICIENCY   SY8TEM8  AND   METHODS. 

The  session  La*  witnessed  a  bitter  attack  directed  by  representatives  of  organized 
labor  in  Congress  upon  the  so-called  "Taylor  efficiency  system."  The  Taylor  system 
has  been  applied  tor  some  little  time  in  certain  of  the  Government  arsenals.  The 
proposed  extension  of  it  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  War  Department  led  to  the 
introduction  of  House  resolution  90,  adopted  August  21,  1911,  which  provided  for  a 
committee  to  investigate  the  Taylor  and  other  systems  of  shop  management  in  their 
applicability  to  Government  works. 

The  Committee  on  Labor  of  the  House  is  most  happily  constituted  for  the  conduct 
of  such  investigations,  and,  indeed,  for  the  consideration  of  all  so-called  labor  legisla- 
tion. The  committee  is  thus  described  bv  Mr.  Gompers,  in  the  Federationist  for 
June,  1912: 

"A  brief  summary  is  interesting.  As  is  well  known,  the  chairman  of  that  committee 
is  W.  13.  Wilson,  former  secretary-treasurer  of  the  United  Mine  Workers  of  America, 
who  is  not  only  a  man  of  market!  ability,  but  stanch  and  true  to  labor  and  all  the 
people.  Associated  with  him  upon  this  committee  are  James  P.  Maher,  former  treas- 
urer of  the  United  Hatters  of  North  America;  Frank  Buchanan,  former  president  of 
the  Bridge  and  Structural  Iron  Workers;  and  David  J.  Lewis,  of  the  United  Mine 
Workers.     The  highest  recommendation  is  deserved  and  accorded  to  them." 

Mr.  Wilson,  as  chairman  of  the  special  committee  to  investigate  the  efficiency  sys- 
tems, reported  a  sharp  condemnation  of  the  Taylor  system  on  March  9,  1912,  following 
which  bills  wen*  introduced  in  both  the  House  and  Senate,  making  it  a  penal  offense 
for  any  officer,  manager,  superintendent,  foreman,  or  other  person  having  charge  of 
the  work  of  any  employee  of  the  Government  either  to  make  a  time  studv  oi  his  move- 
ments between  the  starting  and  completing  of  any  job,  or  to  pay  or  allow  him  any 
premium  or  bonus.  These  measures  have  been  reported  to  the  House  and  Senate, 
respectively,  by  Mr.  Wilson  and  Mr.  Borah,  and  are  awaiting  action  on  the  House  and 
Senate  calendars. 

l*Thc  position  assumed  by  these  committees  is  in  the  face  of  a  remarkable  report  by 

General  Crozier,  Chief  of  Ordnance  of  the  War  Department,  giving  the  result  of  the 

application  of  efficient*  v  systems  in  the  Government  factories,  which  show  that  they 

have  opomted  to  greatly  decrease  the  cost  of  manufacture,  while  greatly  increasing 

the  earnings  of  the  individual  Government  workman. 
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These  measures  appear  to  be  manifest  efforts  to  secure  a  condemnation  by  Congress 
that  will  apply  to  every  system  operating  to  systematically  stimulate  the  industrial 
efficiency  of  American  workmen  and  create  the  public  impression  that  all  efforts  of 
this  character  rest  upon  elements  of  brutality  deserving  puolic  disapproval. 

BILLS   IN   THE   INTEREST   OF  THE   LABOR  CONTEMPT  CASES. 

One  of  the  boldest  efforts  to  secure  the  exercise  of  congressional  power  on  behalf  of 
an  accused  person  was  presented  in  two  measures  introduced  by  Mr.  Hughes,  of  New 
Jersey,  during  the  first  session  of  the  present  Congress.  Messrs.  Gompers,  Mitchell, 
and  Morrison  were  about  to  be  tried  for  their  alleged  criminal  contempt,  when  Mr, 
Hughes  presented  H.  R.  12419,  entitled  "A  bill  providing  for  the  removal  of  certain 
actions  pending  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  from  one  justice  of 
the  said  court  to  another  justice  of  the  same  court." 

This  measure  provided,  among  other  things,  that  in  all  proceedings  for  contempt  of 
court  pending  at  any  time  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  any 
party  to  the  proceeding  suggesting  under  oath  that  he  could  not  have  a  fair  and  impar- 
tial trial  before  the  justice  in  whose  court  the  contempt  was  pending,  would  compel 
such  justice  to  transfer  the  hearing  to  some  other  court  for  trial.  The  very  title  of  the 
bill  so  obviously  described  its  purpose  that  its  author  found  it  necessary  three  days 
later  to  reintroduce  the  same  bill,  with  a  suggestive  change  in  the  title,  so  that  it  read 
H.  R.  12533,  "A  bill  providing  for  a  change  of  venue  in  civil  and  criminal  causes  in 
the  District  of  Columbia." 

The  second  title  only  directed  attention  to  the  manifest  accuracy  of  the  description 
of  the  purpose  of  the  bill  found  in  the  first.    It  was,  strange  to  say,  never  acted  upon , 

COMMISSION  ON  INDUSTRIAL  RELATION 8. 

H.  R.  21094  was  recently  enacted  into  law.  It  creates  a  commission  of  nine  persons, 
to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  at  least  two  of  whom  shall  be  employers  of  labor, 
and  at  least  two  of  whom  shall  be  representatives  of  organized  labor.  The  commis- 
sioners are  to  receive  compensation  of  ten  dollars  per  day  and  expenses  while  actually 
engaged  in  the  work  of  the  commission .  They  may  sit  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittees, 
may  liold  public  hearings  anywhere  in  the  United  States.  They  are  empowered  to 
send  for  persons  and  papers,  to  administer  oaths  and  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses. 

The  commission  is  to  inquire  into  the  general  condition  of  labor  in  the  principal  in- 
dustries of  the  United  States,  including  agriculture,  and  especially  those  which  are 
carried  on  in  corporate  form ;  into  the  effect  of  industrial  conditions  on  public  welfare, 
and  the  rights  and  powers  of  the  community  to  deal  therewith;  into  questions  of  indus- 
trial safety  and  sanitation,  the  growth  of  associations  of  employers  and  wage  earners; 
into  the  extent  and  results  of  collective  bargaining;  into  methods  of  adjusting  labor 
disputes  and  methods  tried  at  home  and  abroad  for  maintaining  satisfactory  relations 
between  employers  and  employees;  into  the  operations  of  existing  bureaus  of  labor 
and  the  illegal  entry  of  Asiatics  into  the  United  States  and  its  possessions.  The 
commission  is  finally  to  study  the  underlying  causes  of  industrial  dissatisfaction  and 
report  its  conclusions. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR. 

H.  R.  22913,  a  bill  providing  for  the  creation  of  a  Department  of  Labor,  the  Secretary 
of  which  is  to  be  a  member  of  the  cabinet,  appointed  by  the  President,  was  favorably 
reported  in  both  the  House  and  Senate  Committees  on  Labor,  has  passed  the  House 
but  failed  of  action  in  the  Senate. 

The  department  proposed  would  assume  jurisdiction  of  the  Immigration  Division 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  Labor  and  the  Bureau  of  Labor.  The  Secretary 
of  Labor  will  have  power  to  act  as  mediator  and  appoint  commissioners  of  conciliation 
for  labor  disputes  whenever  in  his  judgment  the  interests  of  industrial  peace  require  it. 

INDUSTRIAL  EDUCATION* 

The  Page  vocational  bill  introduced  by  Senator  Page,  of  Vermont,  and  providing  for 
Federal  aid  in  extensive  encouragement  of  industrial  education,  was  the  subject  of  a 
special  bulletin  at  an  earlier  date.  The  measure  has  been  favorably  reported  by  the 
Senate  committee,  but,  as  yet,  failed  of  consideration  in  the  Senate.  The  Page  bill  has 
likewise  been  introduced  in  the  House,  and  hearings  have  been  had  upon  it  before  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  of  that  body.  It  is  the  first  great  step  in  securing  Feaeral 
support  for  vocational  training,  and  deserves  the  support  of  every  business  man  inter- 
ested in  that  important  subject. 
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REVI8ION   OP  THE   PATENT  LAWS   AND  CREATION   OP  PATENT  APPEAL   COURT. 

The  Oldfield  bill,  H.  R.  23417,  proposing  a  radical  revision  of  the  laws  relating  to 
patent*,  was  introduced  April  16,  1912,  ana  some  twenty-seven  public  hearings  were 
thereafter  held  upon  the  measure.  A  revised  bill  was  reported  from  the  committee 
August  8  of  thin  year,  and  the  measure  will  undoubtedly  receive  consideration  at 
the  coming  session  of  Congress.  Everv  manufacturer  should  secure  and  study  a  copy 
of  this  measure  that  the  committee  ancf  Congress  may  have  all  the  assistance  which  tne 
experienced  business  men  of  the  country  can  give  in  the  proposed  changes  in  the 
patent  laws. 

Many  leading  Members  of  both  Houses  are  impressed  with  the  necessity  for  creating 
a  court  of  patent  appeals.  The  matter  has  not,  however,  been  pressed  upon  their  at- 
tention during  the  past  session,  and  the  many  legislative  demands  of  a  session  preceding 
the  general  election  have  undoubtedly  prevented  a  proper  consideration  oi  this  im- 
portant subject.  There  is  no  doubt  that  Congress  will  readily  act  either  upon  existing 
or  modified  bills  if  this  matter  is  pressed  upon  its  attention. 

BUSINESS   MEN   AND   PRACTICAL   POLITICS. 

This  brief  resume^  of  the  character  and  status  of  congressional  legislation  affecting 
industrial  relations  should  impress  every  thoughtful  business  man  with  the  necessity 
for  immediate  practical  participation  in  the  selection  of  his  congressional  representa- 
tive. Hundreds  of  proposals  seriously  affecting  the  successful  conduct  of  your  busi- 
ness, the  possession,  use  and  protection  of  your  property,  are  being  constantly  submit- 
ted to  eitner  House.  You  carefully  weigh  the  selection  of  every  agent  who  performs 
an  important  function  in  your  scheme  of  operation.  You  spend  sleepless  nights 
studying  the  character,  methods  and  purposes  of  every  adverse  commercial  interest. 
Do  you  give  any  attention,  much  less  any  proportionate  consideration,  to  the  selec- 
tion of  the  legislator,  who  is  making  the  rules  under  which  your  interests  must  live, 
and  through  which  alone  they  can  be  successfully  perpetuated?  How  frequently  do 
you  scrutinize  the  character,  extent,  methods  and  purpose  of  the  most  powerful  and 
systematically  organized  adverse  interest,  steadily  endeavoring  by  the  creation  of  a 
superior  political  influence  to  obtain  a  legislative  condition  in  which  it  can  shape  the 
rules  of  the  game  so  as  to  put  you  at  a  serious  disadvantage  under  them? 

The  legislative  program  of  organized  labor  can  be  summed  up  in  a  sentence :  Labor 
combinations  engaged  in  a  trade  dispute  must  be  exempted  from  the  general  principles 
of  the  law  which  measures  the  rights  and  duties  of  all  forms  of  combination.  To  this 
end  it  demands  exemption  from  the  Sherman  Act  through  the  Hughes  bill,  exemption 
from  the  general  rules  of  criminal  and  civil  law  through  the  Wilson  bill,  and  exemption 
from  the  restraints  of  injunction  and  the  equity  courts  through  the  Clayton  bilL  les- 
sens the  certainty  of  judicial  protection  by  demanding  jury  trial  in  contempt  cases  and 
would  increase  at  once  its  numbers,  the  efficiency  of  its  weapons  and  the  range  of  its 
political  influence  by  organizing  the  employees  of  the  Government,  thus  coercing 
society,  like  individuals,  into  the  acceptance  of  its  demands  by  threat  of  the  paralysis 
of  necessary  public  functions. 

This  gigantic  force  is  actively  interested  in  selecting  Congressmen  on  the  one  hand 
and  threatening  them  with  political  opposition  if  they  do  not  support  its  demands 
upon  the  other. 

What  are  you  doing  to  meet  this  situation?  Are  you  so  blind  to  your  own  interests, 
so  indifferent  to  the  certain  consequences  of  inaction,  that  you  will  not  cooperate  with 
your  fellow  business  man,  competitor  or  not,  for  the  necessary  protection  of  your 
common  interest?  A  very  small  fraction  of  the  time  and  intelligence  you  so  success- 
fully devote  to  the  systematic  organization  and  conduct  of  your  business  will  assure, 
in  cooperation  with  your  fellows,  the  nomination  and  election  of  men  of  character, 
intelligence  and  experience,  with  a  sympathetic  understanding  of  the  rights  and  duties 
of  business  men.  Vou  have  the  right  to  fair-minded,  intelligent  representation,  no 
more,  no  less.  You  can  obtain  it  in  but  one  way — by  giving  to  the  choice  of  your  legis- 
lative representative  the  same  care  and  attention  which  you  now  give  to  the  selection 
of  vour  business  representative. 

If  you  do  not  now,  in  the  present  campaign,  assert  your  influence  to  practically  pro- . 
tect  your  just  rights,  the  adverse  interest  will  boast  the  possession  of  a  preponderating 
political  influence  and  timid  legislators  may  accept  the  result  as  a  demonstration  ol 
the  assertion. 

Yours  very  truly,  John  Kirby,  jr.,  Chairman, 

J.  P.  Bird,  Secretary- Treasurer, 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

September  1112. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  ol  \lmvfa£\.\ttett,  No,  30  Church  Street, 
New  York  City.) 
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Emery  Exhibit  No.  22. 

[No.  8.] 

Bulletin  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defence. 

Third  session  62d  Congress. 

The  62d  Congress  closed  its  3d  and  final  session  March  4th,  at  noon.  A  summary 
of  the  industrial  legislation  considered,  and  passed  or  rejected,  presents  tendencies, 
no  less  than  policies,  of  the  utmost  interest  to  employes  as  well  as  employers.  We 
beg  to  briefly  recapitulate  for  your  reference  the  more  important  measures  in  which 
we  believe  you  have  an  abiding  interest. 

eight-hour  law. 

The  eight-hour  law  enacted  during  the  2d  session  became  effective  January  1, 1913. 
In  accordance  with  its  terms  contracts  affecting  the  construction  of  the  Panama  Canal 
were  withdrawn  from  its  operation  by  Executive  order.  The  new  law  has  been  the 
subject  of  two  opinions  by  the  Attorney  General,  one  in  answer  to  inquiries  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  August  19,  1912,  the  other  replying  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
on  October  3,  1912.  Neither  opinion  is  conclusive  with  respect  to  the  status  of  sub- 
contractors, and  both  contain  convincing  evidence  that  the  ambiguities  of  the  law 
were  not  exaggerated  by  its  opponents.  It  is  generally  understood  that  important 
inquiries  from  executive  departments  are  now  pending  before  the  Department  of 
Justice,  a  reply  to  which  will  do  much  to  secure  a  practical  interpretation  of  the  act. 

The  native  difficulties  of  drafting  legislation  of  this  character  are  illustrated  by 
the  fact  that  a  bill  limiting  the  hours  of  labor  of  workmen  engaged  in  dredging  the 
ri vers  and  harbors  of  the  United  States,  which  recently  passed  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress, was  withdrawn  from  the  Executive  by  a  joint  resolution  because  its  authors 
discovered,  after  passing  it,  that  one  of  its  provisions  repealed  the  eight-hour  law  of 
1892. 

Because  of  the  great  importance  of  learning  the  Government's  views  of  the  meaning 
of  the  eight-hour  law,  a  special  bulletin  will  be  issued  as  soon  as  pending  opinions 
are  rendered.  In  the  meantime,  as  a  matter  of  practical  protection  for  every  public  con- 
tractor, we  urge  ewry  prospective  bidder  to  make  special  inquiry  of  the  proper  department 
whether  or  not  eight-hour  stipulations  are  to  he  inserted  in  the  contract,  and  to  what  parts 
of  the  same  they  are  to  be  applicable.  Such  inquiry  will  insure  an  immediate,  practical 
construction  of  the  law  by  the  department  letting  the  contract.  Until  the  law  itself  is 
more  completely  interpreted  by  the  Department  of  Justice,  this  is  the  only  method 
of  insuring  protection  for  the  bidder. 

INJUNCTION  BILLS. 

Never  before  has  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  made  such  determined  and 
almost  successful  efforts  to  cripple  the  Federal  court*  and  deprive  employer  and 
employe  of  efficient  protection  for  fundamental  rights.  When  the  hearings  began 
before  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  in  January,  1912,  eleven  injunction 
bills  were  pending.  The  measure  especially  demanded  of  that  committee  was  H.  R. 
11032,  by  Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania,  formally  endorsed  by  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  and  substantially  similar  to  the  Pearre  bill  introduced  in  the  59th  Congress, 
and  repeatedly  argued  before  committees  of  the  succeeding  Congresses.  This  bill 
was  demolished  in  the  argument  which  followed,  but  yielding  to  the  belief  that 
"something  must  be  done"  to  satisfy  the  political  demand  of  organized  labor;  a 
majority  of  the  committee  gave  consideration  to  several  successive  bills  each  of  which 
apparently  represented  the  progress  of  slowly  crystalizing  views  of  law  and  policy. 
On  March  26th  three  successive  measures  introduced  during  the  course  of  that  day 
evidenced  the  difficulties  and  changing  views  of  the  committee;  H.  R.  22349  and 
H.  R.  22354,  by  Mr.  Wilson  of  Pennsylvania,  and  H.  R.  22355  by  Mr.  Davis  of  West 
Virginia.  The  expected  committee  bill  did  not  materialize,  however,  until  the  so- 
called  Clayton  bill,  H.  R.  23635,  was  reported  to  the  House,  April  26th,  and  passed 
after  a  sharp  debate,  May  14th,  by  a  vote  of  243  to  31,  119  not  voting. 

In  the  Senate,  the  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and  by  that 
body  to  a  subcommittee  consisting  of  Senators  Root,  Sutherland,  and  Nelson,  Repub- 
licans, and  Senators  O' Gorman  and  Chilton,  Democrats.  The  measure  was  elaborately 
argued  before  the  subcommittee  during  the  3d  session,  the  concluding  argument  being 
made  by  your  counsel  on  February  15th.  An  effort  was  made  in  the  meantime,  t» 
cause  the  committee  to  be  discharged  from  further  conavderaXMSiv  q\^^\^Oc^^r^ 
session  closed  with  the  Judiciary  Committee  oi  the  Senate  &e*&\TLY^\fcT»v^ 
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CONTEMPT  BILLS. 

The  companion  measure  to  the  Clayton  injunction  bill  was  the  Clayton  contempt 
bill,  H.  R.  22591.  This  measure  originally  appeared  in  company  with  numerous 
others  having  the  same  purpose  as  H.  ft.  11485  in  the  first  session  of  the  62d  Congress. 
It  was  modified  by  H.  K.  13578  by  the  same  author  and  after  the  argument  of  the 
subject  before  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  again  changed  its  form  as  H.  R. 
21100  and  was  finally  reported  from  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  passed  the  House 
as  H.  R.  23591.  It  was  not  the  subject  of  hearings  before  the  Senate  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee nor  was  it  the  subject  of  any  public  action  by  that  body. 

These  injunction  and  contempt  Dills,  had  they  been  enacted  into  law,  would  have 
wrought  a  legal  revolution.  However  invalid  from  a  legal  standpoint,  they  were 
believed  by  their  labor  proponents  to  give  labor  combinations  engaged  in  trade  dis- 
putes a  relief  from  equity  interferences  by  injunction  and  to  deprive  courts  of  the 
power  to  summarily  enforce  their  decrees.  The  injunction  bill,  if  given  the  con- 
struction desired  by  its  proponents,  would  prevent  certain  acts  which,  from  bitter 
experience,  we  know  usually  accompany  a  labor  dispute,  from  being  enjoined,  whether 
or  not  they  were  steps  in  the  accomplishment  of  a  conspiracy  or  unlawful  purpose, 
and  whether  or  not  tney  threatened  irreparable  damage  to  the  personal  and  property 
rights  of  employers  and  employes.  The  contempt  bill  woula  have  left  the  courts 
without  power  to  enforce  their  own  orders  until  those  who  refused  them  obedience  had 
been  subjected  to  the  delays  and  uncertainties  of  jury  trials. 

THE   BARTLETT  INJUNCTION   BILL. 

Extreme  as  these  measures  appear  to  be,  the  Clayton  injunction  bill,  which  nearly 
became  a  law,  was  grudgingly  accepted  by  Mr.  Gompers  as  a  compromise  with  his 
real  desires.  These  were  expressed  in  H.  R.  23189,  introduced  by  Mr.  Bartlett  of 
Georgia  shortly  before  the  Clayton  bill  was  reported  from  the  House  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. The  delay  in  reporting  the  latter  measure  was  resented  by  the  labor  lobby, 
and  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Bartlett,  his  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
instead  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  which  all  measures  of  a  similar  charac- 
ter had  gone.  The  House  Committee  on  Labor,  of  which  Mr.  Wilson,  former  secretary- 
treasurer  of  the  United  Mine  Workers'  Union,  was  chairman,  reported  back  the  Bart- 
lett bill  within  a  few  days  and  Mr.  Gompers  and  the  executive  committee  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor,  appeared  before  the  House  Committee  on  Rules  with 
the  author  of  the  bill,  and  demanded  that  a  rule  be  reported  securing  immediate 
consideration  from  the  House  for  the  Bartlett  bill.  Your  counsel  appeared  in  oppo- 
sition to  this  request,  and  was  assured  by  the  committee  that  it  would  not  act  until  ne 
had  been  heard.    Shortly  after  this  episode  the  Clayton  bill  was  passed  by  the  House. 

The  Bartlett  bill  is  probably  the  most  extreme  measure  that  has  been  offered  on 
this  subject.  It  not  only  exempts  labor  organizations  and  farmers  from  the  terms  of 
the  Sherman  Act,  but  following  the  language  of  the  Pearre  bill,  it  provides  that  the 
right  to  employ  or  be  employed  or  to  carry  on  business  at  any  particular  place  or  at 
all  shall  not  be  construed  as  a  property  right  and  therefore  shall  not  be  subject  to 
protection  by  injunction.  It  finally  grants  the  most  remarkable  privilege  of  which 
we  have  any  experience,  declaring: 

"It  shall  not  be  unlawful  for  persona  employed  or  seeking  employment  to  enter 
into  anv  arrangement,  agreement  or  combination  with  the  view  of  lessening  the 
hours  of  labor,  or  of  increasing  their  wages,  or  of  bettering  their  condition." 

This  apparently  justifies  the  use  of  any  means  by  a  combination  having  these  objects 
in  view,  a  license  that  exempts  the  possessors  so  far  as  it  may  from  the  decalogue  itself. 

In  spite  of  several  efforts  made  by  its  author,  the  bill  received  no  further  considera- 
tion, having  apparently  served  its  purpose  in  forcing  action  upon  the  Clayton  bill. 
But  it  is  most  significant  as  evidence  c .  the  real  desires  of  those  who  seek  to  deprive 
Federal  courts  of  the  power  to  protect  life  and  property. 

CRAWFORD  INJUNCTION   LAW. 

An  important  injunction  bill  affecting  common  carriers  more  than  any  other  class, 
was  enacted  into  law  March  3d.  The  measure  is  known  as  the  Crawford  bill.  S.  8439. 
It  is  an  amendment  to  section  266  of  the  Judicial  Code.  It  provides  that  it  after  an 
injunction  has  been  issued  by  a  Federal  court  or  judge  to  prevent  the  enforcement 
of  a  State  statute  or  the  order  of  a  State  commission,  a  proceeding  shall  be  begun  in 
a  State  court  to  enforce  the  statute  or  order  in  question,  and  its  enforcement  is  stayed 
by  the  State  court  pendine  a  decision  upon  the  validity  of  the  law,  then,  all  proceed- 
ings in  the  Federal  court  snail  cease  until  a  final  decision  upon  the  question  shall  be 
rendered  by  the  State  court.  The  purpose  of  this  legislation,  it  is  said,  is  to  permit 
the  cou«*a  nf  each  State  to  finally  pass  upon  the  constitutionality  of  an  order  of  a 
Si  D  before  its  validity  shall  be  determined  by  any  Federal  court. 
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AMENDING  THE  SHERMAN  ACT. 

The  effort  to  exempt  labor  combinations  from  the  Sherman  Act  was  represented  in 
a  measure  proposed  Dy  Mr.  Hughes,  now  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  and  H.  R.  11033 
by  Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania.  Being  unable  to  secure  consideration  for  this  sub- 
stantive change  in  the  law,  an  amendment  was  offered  to  the  sundry  civil  bill  in  the 
House  providing  that  no  portion  of  the  $300,000  appropriation  for  tne  enforcement  of 
the  antitrust  act  should  be  used  in:  "  The  prosecution  of  any  organization  or  individual 
for  entering  into  any  combination  or  agreement  having  in  view  the  increasing  of  wages, 
shortening  of  hours,  or  bettering  the  condition  of  labor,  or  for  any  act  done  in  further- 
ance thereof  not  in  itself  unlawful;  provided  further,  that  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  expended  for  the  prosecution  of  producers  of  farm  products  and  associations 
of  farmers  who  cooperate  and  organize  in  an  effort  to  and  for  the  purpose  to  obtain  and 
maintain  a  fair  and  reasonable  price  for  their  products. " 

The  practical  effect  of  this  was  to  deprive  the  Government  of  the  means  of  enforcing 
the  law  against  labor  or  agricultural  combinations  which  might  violate  it.  Thus 
neither  the  Night  Riders  of  Kentucky  nor  those  engaged  in  interstate  boycotts  could 
be  prosecuted  from  this  fund. 

The  Senate  adopted  the  House  limitation  without  debate  and  your  counsel  made 
immediate  protest  and  argument  to  the  President.    Thousands  of  citizens  in  every 

Sart  of  the  country  urged  the  veto  of  this  effort  to  compel  the  unequal  enforcement  of 
iw. 

On  March  4th  the  President  vetoed  the  bill,  carrying  $113,000,000,  because  of  this 
item,  which  he  characterized  as  "class  legislation  of  the  most  vicious  sort. "  The  veto 
was  overridden  in  the  House  without  debate  by  a  vote  of  263  to  48.  It  failed  of  con- 
sideration in  the  Senate  because  of  a  filibuster  which  prevented  action  upon  it  until 
the  hour  of  adjournment,  and  thus  the  veto  was  sustained. 

The  sundry  civil  bill  must  be  repassed  between  now  and  July  1st.  It  is  not  unlikely 
that  an  effort  will  be  made  to  attach  a  similar  limitation,  but  it  is  difficult  to  believe 
that  the  new  President  under  his  oath  "to  enforce  the  laws  of  the  United  States"  can 
give  his  assent  to  the  pernicious  proposal  which  his  predecessor  has  so  splendidly 
rebuked. 

BILL8  PENALIZING   EFFICIENCY  SYSTEMS. 

During  the  early  part  of  the  present  Congress,  Mr.  Pepper,  of  Iowa,  introduced  a 
measure  providing  for  the  investigation  by  the  House  Committee  on  Labor  of  the 
introduction  of  the  so-called  Taylor  Efficiency  System  into  Government  arsenals. 
The  committee,  being  authorized,  investigated,  and  reported  to  the  House  a  sharp 
condemnation  of  the  Taylor  system,  applying  equally  to  all  so-called  efficiency 
systems  in  which  a  premium  or  bonus  is  paid  to  encourage  the  individual  increase  of 
output,  or  which  used  a  time-measuring  device  to  ascertain  the  period  required  for 
the  performance  of  a  given  task.  The  committee  was  under  the  complete  dominance 
of  organized  labor.  Its  conclusions  were  reached  while  it  had  before  it  the  report  of 
General  Crozier,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  giving  conclusive  evidence  that  the  introduction 
into  Government  establishments  of  the  particular  system  under  investigation  had 
resulted  in  a  very  large  increase  in  the  individual  earnings  of  mechanics  in  the  Govern- 
ment service  ano!  a  very  great  decrease  in  the  manufacturing  cost  of  the  Government. 

The  investigation  bears  all  the  earmarks  of  a  determined  effort  to  secure  a  Con- 
gressional condemnation  of  efficiency  methods  to  confirm  and  reinforce  organized 
labor  in  its  continuous  opposition  to  their  introduction  in  private  establishments. 

Mr.  Pepper  soon  after  introduced  H.  R.  22339  which  was  referred  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee  on  March  26th,  and  from  that  committee  withdrawn  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  on  March  27th,  and  by  them  favorably  reported.  This  measure 
made  it  an  off  ens*  punishable  by  fine  and  imprisonment  for  any  person  having  charae  of 
the  work  of  any  employee  of  the  United  States  Government  to  use  a  time-measuring  device 
for  the  purpose  of  studying  the  movements  of  any  such  employee,  or,  to  pay,  or  allow  any 
such  employee  to  be  paid,  any  premium  or  bonus  as  wage*. 

This  measure  did  not  receive  consideration  from  the  House,  but  a  determined  effort 
was  made  to  incorporate  it  as  an  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill  that  it  might  be 
a  limitation  upon  the  expenditure  of  any  part  of  $4,870,000  for  the  support  of  Govern- 
ment plants,  it  beine:  proposed  in  the  House,  and  by  Mr.  Borah  in  the  Senate,  that 
no  part  of  this  sum  should  be  available  for  the  salary  of  any  officer,  manager,  superin- 
tendent, foreman,  or  other  person  having  charge  of  the  work  of  a  Government  employee 
who  made  or  caused  a  time  study  of  such  employee,  and  no  portion  of  it  is  to  be  used 
to  pay  any  premium  or  bonus  to  any  employee  except  for  suggestions  resulting  in 
some  improvement.  Both  amendments  were  rejected,  but  the  evidence  is  plain  of  a 
determined  effort  not  only  to  outlaw  efficiency  methods  in  the  public  service,  but  to 
secure  public  condemnation  for  their  introduction  into  private  establishments. 
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workmen's  compensation. 


The  splendid  workmen's  compensation  bill,  S.  5382,  passed  the  Senate  by  an 
overwhelming  majority,  was  held  up  for  many  months  in  the  House  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  and  finally  passed  by  the  House  on  March  2d .  It  would  unquestionably 
have  repassed  the  Senate  in  a  form  agreeable  to  both  Houses  had  it  not  been  defeated 
by  the  filibuster  of  a  coalition  of  Southern  Senators.  In  the  form  finally  agreed  upon, 
the  bill  applied  only  to  the  employees  of  common  carriers  and  express  companies 
engaged  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  by  railroad.  It  represented  the  patient 
effort  of  a  very  able  committee  of  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  of  both  parties, 
and  it  is  most  unfortunate  that  it  failed. 

DEPARTMENT  07  LABOR. 

H.  R.  22913,  creating  a  Department  of  Labor,  became  a  law  during  the  last  hours  of 
Congress.  It  creates  a  Department  of  Labor  by  taking  from  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce and  Labor  the  Bureaus  of  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  the  Children's 
Bureau,  and  the  Bureau  of  Labor.  Perhaps  the  most  important  power  conferred 
upon  the  new  Secretary  is  that  of  acting  as  a  mediator  in  labro  disputes,  with  the  power 
to  appoint  commissioners  of  conciliation  whenever  in  his  judgment  the  interests  of 
peace  may  require  it  to  be  done.  The  first  Secretary  of  this  Department  is  the  former 
secretary-treasurer  of  the  United  Mine  Workers  of  North  America,  who  has  been  for 
two  years  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  of  the  House.  During  his  congres- 
sional service  he  has  presented  and  urged  the  demands  of  organized  labor  with  every 
influence  at  his  command,  and  his  conduct  of  the  new  department  will  be  observed 
with  a  very  special  interest. 

An  important  enactment  of  the  62d  Congress  is  the  creation  of  an  Industrial  Commis- 
sion of  nine  members.  These  were  nominated  by  President  Taft  but  were  not  con- 
firmed by  the  Senate.    The  body  will  therefore  be  reappointed  by  the  new  President. 

By  sections  73  and  76  of  the  act  of  August  27,  1894,  it  is  made  an  offense  to  enter 
into  a  combination,  conspiracy,  trade  agreement,  or  contract  with  respect  to  any 
imported  article  or  any  article  which  is  intended  to  be  imported  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  the  market  price  of  the  same,  or  of  any  manufactured  article  into  which 
an  imported  article  enters.  By  H.  R.  25002,  enacted  during  the  closing  days  of  this 
Congress,  these  sections  are  amended  so  that  the  agent  of  any  person  who  enters  into 
such  agreements  on  behalf  of  a  foreign  principal  is  liable  to  punishment,  and  the 
Government  is  empowered  to  seize  the  property  which  is  the  subject  of  the  offense 
in  any  port  through  which  it  enters  this  country.  Prior  to  these  amendments,  an 
agent  was  not  reachable  by  the  law  and  the  property  which  was  the  subject  matter 
of  the  unlawful  agreement  was  not  subject  to  seizure  until  it  had  entered  into  inter- 
State  commerce.  It  is  understood  that  this  bill  was  introduced  and  passed  at  the 
request  of  the  Department  of  Justice. 

The  revolutionary  suggestions  which  have  been  made  with  respect  to  existing 
patent  laws  will  undoubtedly  receive  consideration  at  the  winter  session  of  the  new 
Congress.  The  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  of  the  Senate  filed  a  report  during 
the  last  days  of  the  session  in  which  the  majority  recommended  amendments  to  the 
Sherman  Act  for  the  purpose  of  clarifying  its  meaning.  It  therefore  seems  likely 
that  the  next  session  will  consider  important  amendments  to  that  law,  not  only  with 
respect  to  business  combinations  but  for  the  purpose  of  removing  combinations  of 
labor  and  farmers  from  ts  provisions.  A  general  resolution  has  been  offered  in  the 
House  proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  which  will  give  Congress  the 
power  to  regulate  hours  of  labor  and  make  them  uniform  throughout  the  United  States 
and  a  Senate  measure,  S.  8522,  suggests  the  use  of  the  interstate  commerce  power  to 
exclude  from  commerce  between  the  States  the  products  of  all  mills  in  which  females 
are  permitted  to  work  more  than  eight  hours  a  day,  or  more  than  six  days,  or  more  than 
forty-eight  hours  a  week.  This  was  the  principle  of  the  much-discussed  Beveridge 
child-labor  bill  rejected  by  the  Senate  several  years  ago. 

Your  prompt  and  efficient  cooperation  will  be  highly  appreciated  in  the  future  as 
it  has  been  in  the  past.  You  will  not  be  asked  to  act  unless  it  is  imperative  that  you 
should  do  so  for  the  protection  of  your  own  rights  and  interest.  If  an  appeal  is  made 
to  you  for  such  action,  we  trust  you  will  respond  with  that  effective  promptness  which 
is  essential  to  success. 

Yours  very  truly,  John  Ktrby,  Jr.,  Chairman, 

J.  P.  Bird,  Secretary- Treasurer, 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

March,  1913. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  No.  30  Church  8treet. 
New  York  fHty.) 
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Emery  Exhibit  No.  23. 

[No.  9.] 

Bulletin  op  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

state  legislation. 

Your  attention  is  called  to  the  desperate  effort  that  is  being  made  to  deprive  State 
courts  of  the  power  to  protect  the  most  fundamental  rights  by  injunction.  The  cam- 
paign has  been  opened  under  apparently  favorable  cicumstances  for  the  proponents 
of  such  legislation  in  New  Jersey.  It  becomes  apparent  that  an  effort  will  now  be 
made  to  put  through  State  legislatures  the  very  measures  which  have  been  repeatedly 
rejected  or  defeated  in  Congress.  Watch  the  legislation  of  your  own  State,  the  meas- 
ure herein  described  may  appear  there,  if  it  does,  you  should  act  promptly;  it  will 
be  subject  to  the  same  objections  and  will  probably  be  pressed  by  the  same  tactics 
described  herein. 

The  battleground  of  injunction  legislation  has  suddenly  shifted  from  Washington 
to  Trenton,  from  Congress  to  the  State  Legislature  of  New  Jersey.  Defeated  before 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  in  the  final  battle  over  the  Clayton  injunction  and 
contempt  bills,  the  Federation  of  Labor  boldly  presented  its  original  demands  made 
in  the  59th  Congress,  to  the  New  Jersey  Assembly,  in  the  form  of  assembly  bill  No.  121, 
by  Mr.  Quinn,  a  labor  representative,  which,  except  for  the  substitution  of  the  words 
"New  Jersey"  for  "United  States"  is  the  infamous  "Pearre  bill,"  drawn  by  Carl  T. 
Spelling,  once  counsel  for  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  and  presented  and 
argued  in  the  59th  and  60th  Congresses,  and  introduced  in  the  62nd  Congress  with  slight 
verbal  changes  as  H.  R.  11032,  by  Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania,  now  Secretary  of 
Labor. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  in  the  campaign  of  1908  Mr.  Roosevelt,  in  a  famous 
letter  to  Secretary  of  State  Knox,  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Gompers 
had  declared  in  an  open  letter  that  a  plank  of  the  Democratic  platform  endorsed 
labor's  demand  for  an  injunction  bill.  Mr.  Roosevelt,  with  characteristic  shrewdness, 
pointed  out  that  "the  Pearre  bill"  was  the  measure  which  the  Federation  of  Labor 
demanded,  and  pointedly  asked  Mr.  Bryan  whether  or  not  he  endorsed  it.  Mr. 
Bryan,  it  will  be  remembered,  never  publicly  supported  that  proposal,  and  no  public 
man.  Republican  or  Democrat,  has  ever  dared  to  approve  it.  The  Clayton  bill, 
which  passed  the  last  Ilouse,  represented  a  compromise  with  this  measure  and  the 
extreme  verge  to  which  Democratic  lawyers  felt  they  dared  to  go.  Yet  the  "Pearre 
bill "  has  passed  the  Assembly  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  with  but  one  dissenting 
vote  and  no  debate. 

The  bill  consists  of  three  sections.  The  first  provides  that  no  injunction  shall  be 
granted  by  any  judge  or  court  of  New  Jersey  in  a  labor  dispute,  unless  necessary  to 
prevent  irreparable  injury  to  property  or  to  a  property  right  of  the  party  making  the 
application,  for  which  there  is  no  adequate  remedy  at  law: 

"And  for  the  purpose  of  this  act  no  right  to  continue  the  relation  of  employer  and 
employee  or  to  assume  or  create  such  relation  with  any  particular  person  or  persons, 
or  tit  all,  or  to  carry  on  business  of  any  particular  kind,  or  at  any  particular  place, 
or  at  all,  shall  be  construed,  held,  considered,  or  treated  as  property  or  as  constituting 
a  property  right." 

The  second  section  of  the  bill  provides  that  no  agreement  between  two  or  more 
persons  concerning  a  labor  contract  or  concerning  "any  act  or  thing  to  be  done  or 
not  to  be  done  with  reference  to  or  involving  or  growing  out  of  a  labor  dispute  shall 
constitute  a  conspiracy  or  other  criminal  offence,''  or  be  punished  as  such  "unless 
the  act  or  thing  agreed  to  be  done  or  not  to  be  done  would  be  unlawful  if  done  by  a 
pingle  individual,"  and  no  such  agreements  or  the  parties  thereto  or  the  thing  to  be 
done  shall  be  restrained  unless  it  affects  property  or  property  rights  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  first  section. 

The  third  section  repeals  all  acts  or  parts  of  acts  in  conflict  with  this  measure. 

A  more  revolutionary  proposal  has  never  been  suggested.  There  are  minor  objec- 
tions to  the  first  section  which  would  invite  serious  consideration  in  any  other  measure 
but  which  sink  into  insignificance  beside  its  primary  declarations.  Every  law 
student  and  layman  would  be  surprised  to  hear  it  suggested  that  a  court  of  equity  can 
protect  only  "property"  or  "property  rights,"  although  every  text  writer  dealing 
with  the  elementary  principles  of  equity  jurisprudence  has  always  taught  that  all 
"civil  rights"  were  equally  within  the  protection  of  an  equity  process.  To  require 
also  that  the  property  or  property  rights  to  be  protected  must  be  those  of  the  person 
making  the  application  would  not  only  deprive  every  corporation  of  any  protection, 
since  every  corporation  must  act  through  its  officers,  who  are  not  the  ownen 
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property  nor  the  possessors  of  its  property  rights;  but  equally  prevent  every  trustee 
or  agent  who  stands  in  the  shoes  of  another  and  must  act  for  him  from  protecting  the 
rights  or  property  of  which  he  is  the  legal  guardian.  But  these  limitations,  serious 
as  they  are  in  themselves,  are  trifling  in  comparison  with  the  frank  effort  to  utterly 
deprive  the  most  fundamental  of  all  rights  of  property  of  any  injunctive  protection. 
For  this  is  precisely  what  the  first  section  does.  It  says  that  for  the  purpose  of  the 
bill,  the  right  to  sell  one's  labor  or  the  right  to  buy  it,  or  the  right  to  engage  in  any 
kind  of  a  business  or  operate  or  employ  the  instrumentalities  of  business  shall  never 
be  protected  by  injunction,  no  matter  with  what  immediate  peril  they  may  be 
threatened,  so  long  as  the  threat  of  injury  arises  out  of  a  labor  dispute  1 

It  is  a  waste  of  time  to  discuss  whether  such  rights  are  property  rights,  since  the 
common  sense  and  common  law  of  mankind  have  recognized  them  in  every  age  and 
every  court  as  not  only  the  most  important  of  property  rights  but  as  the  source  and 
origin  of  all  other  rights  of  acquisition,  possession  ana  use,  and  the  constitution  of 
every  State  has  guaranteed  them  against  invasion  even  by  the  State  itself.  To  say 
that  the  law  must  protect  a  man's  horse  or  his  house  or  his  land  but  must  not  protect 
him  in  the  exercise  of  those  personal  faculties  without  which  he  could  neither  use, 
possess  or  transfer  them  would  be  like  acknowledging  one's  right  to  reach  a  destination 
and  closing  then  every  road  by  which  he  could  approach  it.  To  quote  that  great 
jurist  of  New  Jersey  who  now  site  on  the  Supreme  Bench  of  the  United  States: 

"The  notion  is  intolerable  that  a  man  should  be  protected  by  the  law  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  property  once  it  is  acquired,  but  left  unprotected  bv  the  law  in  his  efforts  to 
acquire  it.  The  cup  of  Tantalus  would  be  a  fitting  symbol  for  such  a  mockery.  Our 
Constitution  recognizes  no  such  notion."  (Mr.  Justice  Pitney;  Brennan  v.  United 
Hatters,  73  N.  J.  L.) 

No  person  is  entitled  to  protection  by  injunction  until  he  is  without  any  remedy 
at  law.  Therefore  to  deny  equitable  protection  to  the  rights  enumerated  in  this  bill 
is  to  deprive  the  parties  of  all  protection  whatever  in  law  or  equity.  But,  as  itB 
proponents  would  point  out,  it  does  not  abolish  the  right  to  do  business  or  to  obtain 
work  and  peacefully  pursue  it,  it  merely  deprives  the  person  engaged  in  business  or 
holding  a  job  of  any  remedy  by  which  he  may  be  protected  against  any  combination 
of  persons  which  undertakes  to  impair  or  destroy  the  right  of  earning  a  living  which 
he  is  exercising. 

But  the  gentlemen  who  proposed  this  measure  are  merely  limited  revolutionists. 
Thev  are  not  bold  enough,  strange  to  say,  to  declare  that  the  rights  enumerated  shall 
be  denied  protection  by  injunction  always  and  everywhere.  Bless  you,  no,  they 
merely  provide  that  they  shall  be  deprived  of  the  remedy  by  injunction  when  they 
are  threatened  with  destruction  in  labor  disputes.  In  every  other  field  of  activity, 
in  every  other  department  of  litigation,  say  our  labor  friends,  these  rights  may  still  be 
property  rights  and  still  be  protected  by  injunction  like  every  other  right.  The 
parties  are  to  be  deprived  of  their  remedv  and  protection  merely  in  that  field  of 
activity  in  which  the  proponents  are  undertaking  to  destroy  the  rights  involved. 
The  proposal  is  shaped  with  a  considerable  regard  for  others  that  can  be  paralleled 
only  by  supposing  a  suggestion  from  the  amalgamated  association  of  fireDugs  that 
the  protection  of  the  fire  department  be  withdrawn  in  those  cases  in  which  the  con- 
flagration is  of  incendiary  origin.  In  every  other  case  the  fire  is  still  to  be  put  out 
by  official  aid! 

The  first  section  is  to  exempt  labor  organizations  engaged  in  labor  disputes  from 
interference  by  injunction.  The  second  section  intends  to  relieve  their  criminal  acts 
from  the  law  of  conspiracy.  To  do  this  it  revolutionizes  the  principle  of  combination 
itself.  Ever  since  two  men  combined  to  injure  one,  men  have  realized  the  differ- 
ence between  individual  and  associated  action.  Many  things  harmless  when 
threatened  or  committed  by  one  become  by  the  nature  and  circumstance  of  the 
action  obviouslv  dangerous  and  criminal  when  many  agree  to  do  them.  For  many 
subordinating  their  individual  impulse  to  a  common  purpose  make  a  new  entity, 
uniting  for  a  single  object  the  power  of  many  individuals.     Thus,  to  use  a  common- 

Elace  illustration,  one  baker  may  refuse  for  any  reason  to  sell  bread  to  any  individual, 
ut  it  is  obviously  quite  a  different  thing  if  all  the  bakers  in  a  given  community  agree 
not  to  sell  bread  to  one  individual.  So,  too,  any  man  may  charge  any  price  he  pleases 
for  his  product,  but  it  is  quite  another  thing  when  a  number  of  men  agree  not  to  sell 
except  for  a  certain  price.  So  this  bill  proposes  that  a  combination  shall  be  meas- 
ured not  by  the  purpose  and  effect  of  combined  action  but  by  reference  to  whether 
or  not  the  thing  done  or  not  to  be  done  would  be  unlawful  for  an  individual,  thus 
ignoring  the  element  of  combination  altogether.  But  even  the  proponents  of  the 
legislation  have  not  the  courage  to  follow  their  proposal  to  its  logical  conclusion. 
They  don 't  propose  to  repeal  the  principle  of  conspiracy  or  combination,  but  merely 
to  say  that  that  principle  shall  not  apply  to  their  own  activity.  It  is  still  to  be  the 
rule  of  law  and  the  measurement  of  crime  in  every  other  field  of  activity,  but  it  is 
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to  be  suspended  in  labor  controversies  so  that  what  is  unlawful  and  criminal  in  every 
other  controversy  shall  be  lawful  and  right  when  done  by  those  who  participate  in 
a  labor  controversy. 

Its  equivalent  would  be  to  provide  that  there  shall  be  no  such  thing  as  a  conspiracy 
or  an  unlawful  combination  in  a  religious  or  a  political  dispute.  So  if  two  or  more 
men  agree  to  deprive  a  man  of  employment  or  procure  his  discharge,  or  drive  him 
out  of  business  because  he  was  a  Catholic,  or  a  Hebrew,  or  a  Scientist,  or  a  Republican, 
or  a  Democrat,  or  a  Progressive,  the  standard  by  which  the  legality  or  illegality,  the 
criminality  or  innocence  of  the  religious  or  political  combination  is  to  be  measured 
would  be  entirely  different  from  the  principle  by  which  you  would  measure  the 
character  of  the  same  combination  if  it  undertook  to  injure  an  individual  by  the 
same  means  and  for  the  same  purpose  in  any  other  kind  of  a  conspiracy. 

Moreover,  under  the  second  section  the  combinations  and  agreements  enumerated 
in  it  are  not  only  relieved  of  prosecution  or  punishment,  but  they  cannot  be  enjoined 
from  executing  their  purposes  in  furtherance  of  a  labor  dispute  if  the  property  or 
property  righto,  or  civil  rights,  which  would  be  irreparably  injured  by  their  act, 
were  those  fundamental  rights  which  the  first  section  removes  from  protection  by 
injunction. 

Finally,  the  third  section  repeals  or  modifies  every  statute  and  reads  into  every 
decision  of  every  court  of  the  State  the  new  philosophy  of  this  bill.  In  New  Jersey 
it  reads  its  exemptions  into  the  so-called  "Seven  Sisters"  antitrust  acts  which  have 
just  been  enacted  by  the  legislature.  Very  recently  in  New  York,  and  at  various 
times  in  other  States,  the  public  authority  has  prosecuted  or  enjoined  combinations 
between  labor  unions  ana  employers  for  the  purpose  of  restraining  or  destroying 
competition  in  a  community  or  a  State  for  the  benefit  of  the  parties  to  the  agreement. 
Thus,  in  New  York,  the  Federal  courts  recently  enjoined  an  agreement  between  cer- 
tain master  buildere  and  the  carpenters'  union,  by  which,  in  return  for  certain  hours 
and  wages  and  working  conditions,  the  carpenters  and  other  members  of  the  build- 
ing trades  agreed  not  to  work  on  any  wood  trim  not  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  their  agreement,  and  thus  excluded  from  the  New  York  market  all  competing 
wood  trim  wnich  did  not  comply  with  these  terms  and  gave  a  monopoly  of  the  local 
market  to  the  employers  who  were  party  to  the  agreement.  If  the  proposed  bill 
were  the  law,  such  a  combination  could  not  be  reached  by  the  antitrust  act  of  New 
Jeraey,  since  it  would  be  excluded  from  its  terms.  It  would,  moreover,  by  its  very 
nature,  exclude  from  prosecution  under  the  same  law  combinations  or  agreements 
which  "grew  out  of"  or  were  made  in  "furtherance"  of  a  labor  dispute,  and  thus 
employers,  by  themselves  or  with  employes,  might  formulate  all  sorts  of  restraints 
of  trade  in  contemplation  of  a  labor  dispute,  and  by  this  ingenious  device  escape  the 
operation  of  the  law. 

But  the  moment  the  law  provides  such  an  exemption  and  excepts  such  combina- 
tions from  its  terms  it  becomes  invalid,  because  it  is  vicious  class  legislation.  The 
Illinois  antitrust  act  exempted  from  its  terms  combinations  of  stock  raisers  and  pro- 
ducers of  farm  products,  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  declared  it 
plainly  invalid,  saying: 

"We  conclude  this  part  of  the  discussion  by  saying  that  to  declare  that  some  of  the 
class  engaged  in  domestic  trade  or  commerce  shall  be  deemed  criminals  if  they  vio- 
late the  regulations  prescribed  by  the  State  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  public 
against  illegal  combinations  formed  to  destroy  competition  and  to  control  prices, 
and  that  others  of  the  same  class  shall  not  be  bound  to  regard  these  regulations,  but 
may  combine  their  capital,  skill  or  acts  to  destrov  competition  and  to  control  prices 
for  their  special  benefit,  is  so  manifestly  a  denial  of  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws 
that  further  or  extended  argument  to  establish  that  position  would  seem  to  be  unnec- 
essary."   (Connolly  v.  Union  Sewer  Pipe  Co.,  184  U.  S.,  564.) 

The  laW  unions  of  California  procured  the  passage  of  a  statute  in  1903  having 
the  identical  purpose  of  this  bill  but  expressed  somewhat  more  indefinitely.  In 
two  cases  in  whicn  injunctions  were  issuea  in  labor  disputes  the  labor  organizations 
pleaded  in  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  that  they  had  been  exempted  from  injunc- 
tive process  in  such  cases  by  the  statute  which  they  had  procured,  to  which  the 
supreme  court  replied  in  one  case: 

"If  it  could  be  so  construed  it  would,  to  that  extent,  be  void,  because  violative 
of  plaintiff's  constitutional  right  to  acquire,  possess  and  enjoy  property."  (Hold- 
berg-Bowen  v.  Stablemen's  Union,  149  Cal.,  429.) 

In  the  second  case,  where  the  question  was  again  raised,  the  supreme  court  empha- 
sized the  same  principle,  and  in  expressing  it  flatly  condemned  the  principle  and 
purpose  of  the  New  Jersey  bill.  Such  an  exemption  as  was  insisted  upon,  either 
from  injunctive  interference  or  from  the  law  of  conspiracy,  was  impossible,  it  said , 
because: 
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'It  wsM  legalize  a  combination  in  restrain;  of  nade  and  foomate.  entered 
into  bv  a  trade  union,  which  would  be  illecal  if  entered  into  bv  anv  oibcr  perm 
or  ajerxiatiM).  It  w/uld  exempt  trade  unions  from  the  general  lavs  of  the  land 
under  <irc*3ms**Dce*  where  the  game  lav?  would  operate  against  all  other  individ- 
ual*, combinations  and  associations."      Pierce  r.  Stablemen  §  Union.  156  Cal_.  70. » 


The  measure  proposed  is  obviously  invalid  and  pernicious.  It  asks  the  lenftatnre 
to  destroy  the  fundamental  rights  it  exists  to  preserve:  to  take  from  tbe  courts  the 
power  to  give  that  protection  which  the  Constitution  guarantees  and  which  Gov- 
ernment exist*  to  secure.  It  demands  the  subversion  of  the  meet  fundamental 
principle  of  criminal  law  and  undertakes  to  create  a  special  and  privileged  das* 
exempt  from  criminal  or  civil  responsibilitv  and  guaranteed  immunity  from  inter- 
ference by  injunction  when  performing  unlawful  acts.  It  would  not  only  deprive 
employer' and  emplove  of  protection  aeainst  both  unlawful  and  criminal"  acts,  but 
it  would  breed  disorder,  riot  and  widespread  violence  by  compelling  resort  to  the 
most  primitive  and  deadly  methods  of  self-defense.  To  sum  it  up  in  a  phrase,  it 
warns  every  citizen  that  unless  he  earns  his  living  or  conducts  his  business  in  acrord- 
ance  with  the  will  of  a  labor  union  he  puts  himself  outside  the  pale  of  judicial  pro- 
tect km. 

"To  take  away  the  equitv  power  of  restraining  wrong,"  said  air.  Jnatice 
"is  a  step  backward  toward  barbarism  rather  than  a  step  forward  toward  j 
civilization."    *    *    * 

"Government  by  injunction  has  been  an  object  of  easy  denunciation.  So 
from  restricting  its  power,  there  never  was  a  time  when  its  unrestricted  and 
ous  exercise  was  worth  more  to  the  Nation  and  for  the  best  interests  of  all.  As  popu- 
lation becomes  more  dense,  ae  business  interests  multiply  and  crowd  each  other, 
the  restraining  power  of  a  court  of  equity  is  of  far  greater  importance  than  a  ptinishinr 
power  of  a  criminal  law.  The  best  scientific  thought  of  the  day  is  along  the  lines  of 
prevention  rather  than  those  of  cure.  We  aim  to  stay  the  spread  of  epidemics  rather 
than  to  permit  them  to  run  their  course  and  attend  solelv  to  the  work  of  curing  the 
sick.  And  shall  it  be  said  of  the  law.  which  claims  to  be  the  perfection  of  reason 
and  to  express  the  highest  thought  of  the  day.  that  it  no  longer  aims  to  prevent  the 
wrong,  but  limits  its  action  to  the  matter  of  punishment?*' 

If  New  Jersey  would  so  far  forget  her  splendid  history  and  enact  this  vicious  and 
un-American  proposal,  it  would  give  a  pernicious  example  for  the  corruption  of  her 
sister  States. 

Your  counsel  argued  this  measure  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
March  10th.  On  March  17th  Mr.  Ralston,  counsel  for  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor,  and  Mr.  Morrison,  secretary  of  the  same,  were  heard  in  replv  and  vour  counsel 
in  rebuttal.  The  bill  is  therefore  now  awaiting  the  decision  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee of  the  New  Jersey  Senate. 

The  same  bill  has  been  introduced  in  the  Massachusetts  Legislature  as  House  bill 
No.  312. 

Yours  very  truly,  John  Kibby,  Jr.,  Chairman. 

J.  P.  Bird.  Secretary- Treasurer. 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

March,  1913. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  No.  30  Church  Street, 
New  York  City.; 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  24. 

{No.  10.] 

Bulletin*  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

First  se«»ion  Sixty-third  Congress. 

immediate. 

The  sundry  civil  bill  (H.  R.  2441).  hae  been  proposed  to  the  House  with  the  identical 
restriction  upon  the  appropriation  for  the  enforcement  of  the  Sherman  Act  which 
caused  President  Taft  to  veto  this  bill  and  characterize  it  as  ''class  legislation  of  the 
'  "       sort." 

lly  thin  measure  would  not  have  been  reintroduced  in  this  form  without 

ice  of  the  President.     Had  he  objected  the  House  leaders  would  not 

by  the  proposal,  and  it  is  now  being  urged  in  defense  of  this  restriction 

ot  amend  the  '-substantive  law.1'    That  is,  it  does  not  exempt  labor 
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organizations  from  the  Sherman  Act.  That  is  true,  but  it  declares,  which  is 
worse,  that  the  public  money  shall  not  be  used  to  enforce  the  substantive  law  against 
labor  organizations  who  violate  it.  It  is  conceivable  that  one  might  sincerely  accept 
the  delusion  that  it  ought  to  be  made  lawful  for  one  class  in  a  community  to  do  that 
which  is  criminal  for  every  other,  but  it  is  difficult  to  understand  the  mental  position 
of  one  who,  knowing  what  the  law  is  and  taking  an  oath  to  "enforce  it,"  declares  that 
the  Department  of  Justice  shall  not  use  the  public  money  to  prosecute  labor  organi- 
zations which  violate  it. 

The  moral  effect  of  such  a  provision  is  to  amend  the  substantive  law,  for,  if  it  means 
anything,  it  is  that  the  Sherman  Act  ought  not  to  be  enforced  against  labor  organiza- 
tions which  violate  it,  and  it  is  therefore  a  logical  pledge  that  they  shall  be  exempted 
from  it.  To  the  members  of  labor  unions  it  can  mean  but  one  thing — that  the  admin- 
istration promises  that  they  shall  not  be  prosecuted  for  violating  this  law,  and  of  a  right 
ought  not  to  be  covered  by  it. 

The  Congressional  approval  of  this  restriction  indorses  the  unequal  enforcement  of 
the  law  and  establishes  a  vicious  precedent.  Will  you  not  immediately  write  to  your 
Senator  stating  concisely  and  strongly  your  objection  to  this  un-American  proposal, 
and  will  you  not  likewise  urge  others  to  immediately  do  the  same,  and  endeavor  tc 
obtain  condemnatory  action  from  public  associations  of  which  you  are  a  member? 
Above  all  things,  will  you  not  telegraph  the  President  urging  him  to  oppose  the  une- 
qual enforcement  of  the  trust  act  and  the  granting  of  special  privilege  to  one  class  of 
lawbreakers? 

You  have  never  been  called  upon  to  take  a  more  important  step  or  oppose  a  pro- 
posal that  may  have  more  far-reaching  consequences.    Your  action  is  imperative. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

John  Kirby,  Jr.,  Chairman. 
J.  P.  Bird.  Secretary- Treasurer. 
James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

April,  1913. 

(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  No.  30  Church  Street, 
New  York  City.) 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Emery,  where  did  you  open  your  office  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  the  Union  Trust  Building  in  this  city. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  has  been  testified  to  by  Mr.  Mulhall  that  from 
the  time  that  Mr.  Watson  returned,  in  the  fall  of  1908,  at.  the  then 
session  of  Congress,  until  the  time  of  the  expiration  of  his  congres- 
sional duties  on  March  4,  1909,  he  made  his  headquarters  in  your 
office.     What  is  the  fact  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Watson  was  never  in  my  office  until  after  he  left 
Congress. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  mean  by  that  that  he  never  crossed  the 
threshold  of  your  office  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do.  I  mean  he  was  never  in  my  office,  on  any 
errand,  or  in  any  way. 

Mr.  McCarter.  He  had  his  own  offices  in  Congress,  had  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  at  that  time  he  was  whip  of  the  House. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  had  already  appeared  in  this  case  that  Mr. 
Mulhall  claimed  that  the  activities  in  which  you  were  engaged 
included  the  opposition  to  child-labor  laws,  the  workmen's  compen- 
sation act,  and  several  other  acts  that  he  mentioned.  I  do  not 
remember  what  they  were.     Do  you  recall  the  statement? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  he  referred  to  an  educational  bill  too. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  My  recollection  is  it  was  employers'  liability. 

Senator  Cummins.  Humanitarian  legislation? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Without  undertaking  to  particularize,  or  take  the 
the  time  to  find  it,  I  think  Senator  Cummins  nas  expressed  it,  that  Mr. 
Mulhall  said  that  all  kinds  of  humanitarian  legislation  were  opposed 
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by  you,  and  the  association  or  council  that  you  represented.     Is  that 
a  fact  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Mulhall  did  not  use  that  word.  I  think  I 
used  that  word  in  a  question. 

Mr.  McCarter.  No,  but  you  characterized  it  in  that  way. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  is  more  comprehensive  than  anything 
he  did  say. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  he  used  the  words  " compulsory  education" 
and  "  child  labor  bill." 

The  Chairman.  That  about  covers  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Please  answer  what  is  the  fact  about  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  never  appeared  in  opposition,  directly  or  indirectly, 
to  any  educational  bill  before  Congress.  I  know  of  no  such  measure 
as  that  testified  to,  on  compulsory  education.  On  the  contrary  I 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  a  bulletin  issued 
by  us,  called  Bulletin  No.  4,  Second  Session,  62nd  Congress,  in  which 
we  were  asking  support  for  Federal  aid  for  industrial  education, 
making  an  appeal  for  support  for  the  so-called  Page  bill. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

(The  bulletin  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  25. 

[No.  4.] 

Bulletin  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Second  session,  62d  Congress. ' 
vocational  training. 

The  cause  of  industrial  education,  so  important  to  every  employer  of  labor,  is  now 
under  active  consideration  by  both  Houses  of  Congress. 

In  the  Senate  the  Page  bill  (Senator  Carroll  S.  Page  of  Vermont)  has  been  favorably 
reported  on  by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry.  It  appropriates  about 
one  million  dollars  a  year  for  two  or  three  years  for  the  instruction  of  teachers,  and 
thereafter  it  continues  the  appropriation  and  appropriates  about  five  million  dollars 
for  education  in  the  mechanic  arte  and  domestic  science;  the  purpose  of  the  bill  being 
not  to  develop  engineers  through  the  polytechnic  schools,  etc.,  but  to  educate  the 
boys  and  girls  who  are  going  to  earn  their  own  living  in  factories,  stores,  etc.  This 
money  would  be  spent  in  continuation  echools,  evening  schools  and  in  day  schools  for 
boys  and  girls  of  about  fourteen  years  of  age  and  over.  The  Page  bill  also  appro- 
priates about  five  million  dollars  for  agricultural  and  domestic  arts,  especially  in  con- 
nection with  the  common  schools  wrhere  are  educated  the  boys  and  girls  who  will  be 
the  real  farmers  of  the  future. 

In  the  House  of  Representatives  the  Smith-Lever  bill  introduced  by  Representative 
A.  F.  Lever,  of  South  Carolina  (and  in  the  Senate  by  Senator  Hoke  Smith  of  Georgia) 
has  been  favorably  reported  out  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  not  unlikely  will 
pass  the  House.  It  lias  not  been  reported  out  of  the  Senate  committee,  of  which  Sena- 
tor Page  is  a  member.  The  Lever  bill  appropriates  tliree  million  dollars  a  year  for 
extensive  work  in  agriculture.  It  does  not,  however,  give  a  cent  for  the  instruction 
of  the  boy  and  girl  in  the  common  schools,  nor  does  it  include  mechanical  or  industrial 
training. 

All  those  who  favor  the  spirit  and  purpose  of  the  Page  bill  which  means  the  develop- 
ment of  industrial  education  throughout  our  urban  population  are  urged  to  write 
their  Senators  and  Congressmen,  to  Messrs.  Page,  Smith,  and  Lever,  and  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Agricult  ural  Committee  whose  names  are  attached,  and  generally  to  develop 
information  and  interest  in  the  subject. 

federal  aid  for  industrial  education. 

The  whole  country  is  awakening  to  the  imperative  need  of  industrial  education. 

Massachusetts  will  spend  $200,000  this  year  in  schools  only  lately  established  lor  voca- 

ation.    Under  the  Ohio  law,  recently  passed,  Cincinnati,  Cleveland  and 
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other  cities  are  accomplishing  wonders.  A  special  investigating  committee  in  New 
York  City  will  give  wonderful  impetus  to  the  work  there.  The  State  of  Wisconsin 
has  introduced  a  complete  system  which  is  now  being  established  under  a  board,  two- 
thirds  of  the  members  of  which  are,  by  statute,  employers  and  employees,  so  chosen 
that  the  work  may  be  thoroughly  practical  and  as  perfectly  fitted  as  possible  to  the 
best  needs  of  the  workers  ana  the  industries.  This  country  can  not  prosper  nor  be 
socially  sound  with  only  individual  States  or  communities  giving  proper  education. 
The  whole  country  must  give  it. 

In  this  belief,  and  in  response  to  an  almost  universal  sentiment,  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  of  the  United  States  Senate  has  reported  favorably  a  bill,  known  as  the 
Page  bill,  appropriating  about  $5,000,000  for  industrial  education,  meaning  thereby 
the  education  of  the  young  workers  in  towns  and  cities,  whether  in  factories,  stores  or 
offices,  and  including  domestic  science  for  the  girls.  The  bill  also  carries  an  equal 
amount  for  the  agricultural  population,  for  the  sons  and  daughters  of  the  farmer. 

This  appropriation  may  seem  large,  but  it  equals  only  14  cents  per  capita  per  year. 
It  is  practi<  ally  assured  that  the  bill  will  pass  the  Senate. 

In  the  House  there  has  been  introduced  the  so-called  Lever  bill  (Honorable  A.  F. 
Lever,  of  South  Carolina),  which  ignores  the  requirements  of  the  city  workers  and 
appropriates  $3,000,000  to  agricultural  extension  work  only. 

It  is  held  by  some  of  the  friends  of  the  Lever  bill  (they  being  especially  interested 
in  agriculture)  that  the  Lever  bill  can  be  passed  through  Congress  by  the  agricultural 
vote,  and  that  it  is  not  yet  time  to  take  any  thought  of  the  city  children. 

Those  in  favor  of  the  rage  bill,  in  its  spirit  and  purpose,  are  exceedingly  concerned 
that  the  Lever  bill  shall  be  broadened  so  as  to  include  the  city  children. 

These  opponents  of  the  Lever  bill  believe  in  appropriations  for  education  in  agri- 
culture. They  also  believe  that  if  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  at  this  tune 
either  careless  of  or  ignorant  of  the  needs  of  the  city  workers,  it  is  time  to  call  a  com- 
plete halt  in  appropriations  until  they  become  informed,  it  being  certain  that  such 
information  will  not  only  make  them  willing,  but  also  eager  to  take  care  of  this  other 
half  of  our  working  population. 

The  following  reasons  may  be  given,  among  others,  in  support  of  this  position: 

1.  The  Department  of  Agriculture  now  gets  $17,000,000  which  it  uses  for  the  devel- 
opment and  tene fit  of  agriculture.  It  spends  $4,000,000  annually  in  direct  promotion 
work — the  study  of  soils,  pests,  etc.  The  agricultural  schools  of  the  country  get  very 
many  millions  of  dollars  annually.  The  amount  paid  by  the  Federal  and  State  Gov- 
ernments, all  told,  for  education  in  agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts  is  $21,000,000; 
the  part  of  it  that  is  devoted  to  agriculture  goes  down  to  the  farmer,  the  actual  worker; 
scarcely  a  penny  of  it  goes  to  the  actual  mechanic,  though  a  good  deal  of  it  goes  to  the 
polytechnic  and  higher  engineering  schools.  Against  all  that  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment does  the  Bureau  of  Manufactures  does  almost  nothing,  and  for  promotion  work 
has  about  $40,000  against  $4,000,000. 

2.  We  are  not  opposed  to  appropriations  for  the  farmers.  They  have  been  given  a 
thousand  times  more  than  any  other  class,  and  all  that  has  been  given  them  has  brought 
back  a  magnificent  return.  It  has  made  farm  life  a  happy  occupation  and  a  profitable 
one,  when  it  was  a  lonely  and  in  some  ways  an  unfortunate  one  twenty  to  forty  years 
ago. 

We  use  this  example  of  desirable  expenditure,  however,  as  a  reason  why,  and  a  proof 
that  we  have  neglected  that  other  half  of  our  population  that  lives  by  industry  and 
commerce.  If  this  Lever  bill  is  put  through,  it  will  virtually  settle  the  matter  of 
Federal  appropriations  for  some  years  to  come  and  shut  the  door  on  the  son  and  daugh- 
ter of  the  mechanic,  and  cripple  the  manufacturers,  by  leaving  their  help  unskilled 
and  uninformed. 

3.  The  Lever  bill  takes  the  money  from  all  the  people  and  distributes  it  among  the 
States  in  proportion  to  their  agricultural  population.  Something  like  3  per  cent  of 
the  people  in  Massachusetts  are  agricultural,  and  probably  60  to- 70  per  cent  of  the 
people  of  Texas.  Massachusetts  would  pay  several  times  as  much  under  this  appro- 
priation as  Texas  in  proportion  to  population,  and  get  back  one-twentieth  as  much. 
This  discrimination  can  only  be  endured  if  it  is  offset  by  other  appropriations,  infinitely 
needed,  that  gives  to  the  sons  of  the  mechanics  in  Massachusetts,  and  to  the  industries 
upon  which  she  depends,  advantage  by  the  other  appropriations  corresponding  to  the 
advantage  to  the  Texas  farmers. 

Senator  Hoke  Smith,  who  has  been  heard  in  the  Senate  in  support  of  the  Lever  bill, 
believes  in  the  vocational  education  of  the  sons  and  daughters  of  the  factory  workers. 
He  has  expressed  himself,  as  we  understand,  in  recent  conversation,  as  entirely  ready 
to  support  a  bill  such,  in  the  main,  as  we  advocate. 

We  are  confident  that  Mr.  Lever,  when  he  learns  the  extent  of  the  opportunity  to 
benefit  the  urban  population  and  of  the  favorable  sentiment  and  readiness  of  the 
people  at  large  to  make  use  of  an  appropriation  in  behalf  of  the  city,  workers,  will  be 
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more  than  pleased  to  alter  the  position  taken  in  his  hill,  so  as  to  include  all  the  children 
of  all  the  workers  of  our  great  country,  in  city  and  country  alike. 

Everyone  interested  in  the  matter  is  earnestly  urged  to  write  the  members  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture,  whose  names  are  enclosed,  also  to  write  his  own 
Senators  and  Representatives,  and  to  inform  such  associations  and  interests  as  he  is 
connected  with,  that  they  may  have  opportunity  to  do  likewise. 
Yours  very  truly, 

John  Kirby,  Jr.,  Chairman. 
J.  P.  Bird,  Secretary- Treasurer. 
March,  1912. 


SENATE  COMMITTEE  ON  AGRICULTURE  AND  FORESTRY. 

Henry  E.  Burnham,  of  New  Hampshire  (chairman). 


Francis  E.  Warren,  of  Wyoming. 
George  C.  Perkins,  of  California. 
Simon  Guggenheim,  of  Colorado. 
Carroll  S.  Page,  of  Vermont. 
Coe  I.  Crawford,  of  South  Dakota. 
William  O.  Bradley,  of  Kentucky. 
William  Lorimer,  of  Illinois. 
Aflle  J.  Gronna,  of  North  Dakota. 


John  H.  Bankhead,  of  Alabama. 
Thomas  P.  Gore,  of  Oklahoma. 
George  E.  Chamberlain,  of  Oregon. 
Ellison  D.  Smith,  of  South  Carolina. 
Le  Roy  Percy,  of  Mississippi. 
Hoke  Smith,  of  Georgia. 
Luke  Lea,  of  Tennessee. 


HOUSE  COMMITTEE  ON  AGRICULTURE. 

Hon.  John  Lamb,  of  Virginia  (chairman). 


Asbury  F.  Lever,  of  South  Carolina. 

Jack  Beall,  of  Texas. 

Augustus  O.  Stanley,  of  Kentucky. 

Gordon  Lee,  of  Georgia. 

Ezekiel  S.  Candler,  ir.,  of  Mississippi. 

J.  Thomas  Heflin,  of  Alabama. 

James  T.  McDermott,  of  Illinois. 

Robert  C.  Wickliffe,  of  Louisiana. 

John  A.  Maguire,  of  Nebraska. 

Thomas  L.  Kubey,  of  Missouri. 


John  J.  Whitacre,  of  Ohio. 
Charles  A.  Talcott,  of  New  York. 
Joseph  Taggart,  of  Kansas. 
Gilbert  N.  Hai  gen,  of  Iowa. 
James  C.  McLavghlin,  of  Michigan. 
Willis  C.  Hawley,  of  Oregon. 
Joseph  Howell,  of  Utah. 
Louis  B.  Hanna,  of  North  Dakota. 
Frank  Pli  mley ,  of  Vermont. 
James  S.  Simmons,  of  New  York. 


(Distributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  No.  30  Church  Street. 
New  York  City.) 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  statement  of  Mr.  Mulhall  to  which  I  referred 
is  as  follows : 

There  was  no  decent  piece  of  legislation  wanted  by  the  working  people,  such  as 
the  child  labor  law,  compulsory  education,  laws  to  shorten  the  hours  of  children  in 
shops  and  factories,  laws  to  better  the  condition  of  employes  of  shops  and  factories, 
principally  the  women  employees  in  the  stores,  that  the  officials  of  the  N.  A.  M.  have 
not  opposed  with  all  the  vigor  in  them. 

I  ask  you  if  that  is  true  so  far  as  you  were  concerned,  or  the  council 
are  concerned,  or  the  N.  A.  M.  are  concerned,  so  far  as  you  are  aware  I 

Senator  Reed.  I  submit  that  is  not  a  proper  form  of  question.  He 
may  ask  what  the  activities  were,  whetner  they  engaged  in  a  certain 
activity  or  not;  but  to  read  another  man's  testimony  and  ask  him 
whether  it  is  true  or  not  is  not  a  proper  form  of  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  it  is  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  you  ought  to  take  up  each  individual 
class,  and  ask  what  they  did  with  respect  to  that. 

Mr.  McCabter.  Very  well.  What  work  was  done  by  you  or  your 
association,  or  by  the  council,  so  far  as  you  know,  or  the  association, 
upon  the  cnild  labor  law  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  None. 

Mr.  McCabter.  Or  compulsory  education  ? 

McJEkby.  I  do  not  know  tnat  there  was  any  child  labor  law, 
v  xe  child  labor  law  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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The  Chairman.  You  say  none.  That  is  sufficient.  How  about 
compulsory  education  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  never  heard  of  a  bill  of  a  federal  character  on  that 
subject. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Federal  or  State. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  know  of  no  activity  with  relation  to  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Laws  to  shorten  the  hours  of  children  in  shops  and 
factories  'i 

Mr.  Emery.  I  never  myself  engaged,  nor  so  far  as  I  know  did  any- 
one representing  the  association,  in  opposition  to  any  such  measure, 
in  State  or  Nation. 

Mr.  McCarter.  How  about  laws  to  better  the  condition  of  em- 
ployees of  shops  and  factories  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  assume  that  would  include  workmen's  compensation 
legislation,  or  employers'  liability. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  please  give  me  the  reference  to  that  page  t 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  on  page  34  of  the  typewritten  list  of  questions 
which  we  submitted  to  be  propounded  to  Mr.  Mulhall. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  interest  yourself  in  those 
bills,  for  or  against  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did,  in  favor  of  such  legislation,  yes.  I  appeared 
before  the  employers'  liability  commission,  composed  of  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  House,  urging  that  the  bill  then  before  them  should 
be  extended,  so  far  as  it  could  be,  to  include  employers  engaged  in 
certain  interstate  commercial  relations,  which  we  thought  could  be 
put  in  the  bill. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  refer  to  the  employers'  liability  bill? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  the  workmen's  compensation  bill. 

Senator  Nelson.  Railroad  employees'  compensation? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  We  asked  that  it  be  extended  to  cover  certain 
classes  of  interstate  commercial  operations. 

The  Chairman.  As  applied  to  manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  position  did  you  take  in  connection  with 
the  employers'  liability  law,  if  any  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  None.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
and  all  the  council  organizations  with  which  I  have  any  particular 
familiarity,  are  committed,  so  far  as  I  know,  to  workmen's  compensa- 
tion legislation. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  was  not  speaking  about  that.  I  was  speaking 
about  employers'  liability  bills. 

Mr.  Emery.  We  had  no  objection  to  the  employers'  liability  act; 
but  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  committee,  in  order  that  they  may 
understand  another  activity  which  I  had  at  another  time,  that  I  have 
favored  the  passage  of  workmen's  compensation  legislation,  and  have 
appeared  before  the  legislatures  of  many  States,  sometimes  by  invi- 
tation by  the  governor  of  the  State  and  at  other  times  by  request  of 
local  organizations,  in  support  of  that  position;  and  the  association 
has  taken,  I  will  not  say  a  leading  part,  to  the  disparagement  of  others, 
but  certainly  no  organization  is  spending  more  money  or  has  a  more 
active  committee  engaged  in  more  practical  operations  for  the  pre- 
vention of  accidents.  We  have  at  the  present  time  a  standing  com- 
mittee which  has  been  in  existence  for  several  years,  and  which, 
through  experts  employed  for  that  purpose,  is  inspecting  the  shops 
and  plants  of  every  member  of  the  association,  and  making  recam- 
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mendations  in  regard  to  accident  prevention  appliances,  bringing  to 
bear  the  most  expert  knowledge  that  investigation  and  experience 
has  enabled  them  to  accumulate  for  that  purpose.  Furthermore,  we 
have  men  traveling  around 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  outside  of  legislative  work. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  was  a  bill  pending  in  Congress,  I  do  not 
remember  just  when,  relating  to  people  here  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  connection  with  that 
legislation,  or  that  proposed  legislation? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  wras  the  bill  pending  last  year? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  so. 

Air.  Emery.  No,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  it  related  to  women  and  children. 

Mr.  Emery.  Our  association,  or  those  it  represents,  or  myself, 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  directly  or  indirectly. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  knew  about  the  Beveridge  child-labor  bill! 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  position  did  you  take  in  regard  to  that 
measure? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  took  a  personal  position  in  regard  to  it.  I  discussed 
the  principle  involved  at  one  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  When  and  where  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  tell  you.  I  know  I  was  discussing  the 
principle  merely  as  an  individual  lawyer,  and  it  may  have  been  at 
one  of  our  conventions  where  I  discussed  it.  If  you  will  permit 
me  to  explain,  I  took  the  position  that  the  Beveridge  bill  repre- 
sented, under  the  guise  of  regulation  of  commerce,  an  endeavor  to 
regulate  production  by  excluding  from  interstate  commerce  com- 
modities into  which  the  labor  of  children  of  a  certain  age  had  entered. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  were  against  it;  that  was  your  attitude? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  but  the  association  did  not  take  any  position, 
nor  did  I  appear  here 

Senator  Cummins.  There  are  a  great  many  lawyers  who  doubt  that 
power  on  the  part  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  think,  for  the  reason  that  I  have 
stated. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  to  prohibit  the  shipment  in  interstate 
commerce  of  any  goods  m  which  child  labor  haa  been  employed  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  of  children  of  a  certain  age. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  did  not  mean  by  that  question  to  express  my 
own  view,  because  I  am  rather  liberal  in  interpreting  the  Constitution. 

The  Chairman.  I  did  not  think  you  would  go  that  far. 
^Senator  Cummins.  I  am  not  expressing  my  opinion  on  that  point. 
But  there  is  nothing  against  Mr.  Emery  in  tne  fact  that  he  was 
opposed  to  the  bill. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  we  will  not  undertake  at  this  time  to 
determine  whether  Mr.  Emery's  views  about  the  law  are  right. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  say  you  never  appeared  before  any  com- 
mittee in  opposition  to  that  legislation  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  never  sent  any  agents  or  representatives, 
or  had  anybody  engaged  in  any  kind  of  work  inimical  to  the  passage 
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Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  all  that  you  ever  did  was  to  make  a  speech 
at  an  association  meeting  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  would  not  say  that  was  all  I  ever  did.  I  know  I 
discussed  with  different  individuals  the  principle  that  I  speak  of,  at 
different  times;  but  I  never  represented  the  association  or  any 
organization  in  opposition  to  or  promotion  of  that  legislation. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  you  did  not  represent  the  Association. 
Did  you  in  person  appear  before  any  committee  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Or  did  you  write  any  briefs  or  make  any  arguments 
in  opposition  to  that  bill  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  may  have  written  letters  about  it  to  individuals,  ex- 
pressing the  views  that  I  have  expressed  here. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  sending  out  any 
letters  from  your  association,  with  the  purpose  of  rousing  them  and 
gettingthem  to  bring  pressure  to  bear  in  reference  to  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  know  of  such  letters  being  sent  out  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  I  do  not,  as  far  as  I  can  remember. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Before  passing  to  a  new  topic,  I  have  in  my  hand', 
Mr.  Emery,  a  copy  of  the  printed  correspondence  offered  in  evidence 
before  the  House  Committee  in  this  same,  or  a  kindred,  investigation, 
and  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  a  letter  of  yours  on  page  98  of 
the  Schwedtman  correspondence,  that  is  offered  in  evidence  over  there, 
and  ask  you  whether  that  expresses  the  views  you  entertained  at  the 
time  that  letter  was  written,  touching  the  distinction  between,  and  the 
difference  in  the  identity  of,  the  N.  A.  M.  and  the  council. 

Mr.  Emery.  What  letter  is  that? 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  on  page  98  of  the  volume  entitled  "Mr. 
Schwedtman.7 ' 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  the  date  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  undated,  I  think. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  from  the  House  proceedings  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  From  the  Houso  proceedings,  yes.  That  was 
rather  a  long  question.   I  do  not  know  whether  you  understood  it. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  think  I  understand  the  question. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Will  you  read  the  letter  slowly  ? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examination) .  I  should  say  it  is  an  incomplete 
letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  Read  the  part  that  is  germane,  so  we  can  under- 
stand it. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  from  myself  to  Mr.  Schwedtman: 

One  point  in  your  letter  rather  surprised  me.  I  have  understood  you  to  thoroughly 
agree  with  me  that  the  council  ought  to  be  kept  as  an  independent  organization,  i  ou 
suggest  that  you  think  it  bad  policy  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  to 
so  permit  it  to  be,  for  by  so  doing  it  might  efface  itself.  1  thoroughly  believe  that  if 
each  council  organization  believed  it  was  to  be  a  mere  stepping-stone  for  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  the  organization  would  dissolve  in  a  day.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  will  willingly  acknowledge  leadership,  and  as  a  leader  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  will  always  be  at  the  front.  Recognition  of  its  primacy  could 
not  be  denied  if  it  were  attempted,  and  the  more  closely  it  acts  with  other  other  organi- 
zations and  the  more  generous  in  ils  treatment,  the  more  certaintly  it  assures  its  owl 
position  and  influence. 

Then  I  think  I  will  skip  the  next  paragraph. 
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Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Kirby. 

Mr.  McCarter.  When  did  his  term  as  president  of  the  association 
expire  * 

Air.  Emery.  Mr.  Kirby's  term  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  In  May  of  tins  year. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  Mr.  Pope  succeeded  him  as  president  of  the 
association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Who  is  now  chairman  of  the  council? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  I  may  be  sure  I  understand,  I  will  ask  this. 
Was  there  a  time  when  Mr.  Kirby  was  the  president  of  the  National 
Association,  and  also  chairman  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  after  Mr.  Van  (leave's  death 

Senator  Walsh.  When  did  this  election  occur? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Kirby  was  elected  by  the  throe  members  of  the 
council — that  is,  the  standing  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  you  and 

Mr.  Emery  (interposing).  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  Mr.  Bird  and  my- 
self. 

Sonator  Walsh.  You  and  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  Mr.  Bird  elected 
Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  who  elected  Mr.  Pope  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Pope  is  president  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  Mr.  Kirby  is  still  chairman  of  the  council. 
although  Mr.  Pope  is  president  of  the  National  Association  of  M*i>n- 
fac  hirers  ? 

aadiaatU} 


members 
#  afaio- 
*■  Van 


inio  hc- 
httm    Mt 

1*' 

r.s  theme,  if 

ittle  more  of 
.ssociation  of 

ism. 


3822      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

FRIDAY,  AUGUST  8,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington^  D.  C. 
The  subcommittee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Walsh  (acting  chairman),  Reed,  Cummins,  and 
Nelson. 

Senator  Walsh.  Gentlemen,  you  may  proceed. 

TESTIMONY  OF  JAMES  A.  EMERY— Resumed. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Emery,  have  you  found  the  letter  from  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  calling  the  meeting  of  the  National  Council  in  August, 
1907? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  have  a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Will  you  produce  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  sir  (producing  paper). 

Mr.  McCarter.  This  seems  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  dated  June  28, 
1907,  addressed  to  Mr.  S.  B.  Tanner,  president  of  the  American  Cot- 
ton Manufacturers'  Association,  Caroleen,  N.  C. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  that  was  the  beginning  of  things,  or  at 
least  of  one  phase  of  the  matter,  you  had  better  read  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  this  a  circular  letter? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.    This  is  addressed  to  one  of  the  organizations. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  offer  this  in  evidence  and  ask  that  it  be  marked 
as  an  exhibit.    It  reads  as  follows: 

Bmeby  Exhibit  No.  26. 

June  28,  1907. 
Mr.  S.  B.  Tanner, 

President,  American  Cotton  Manufacturers'  Association,  Caroleen,  y.  C. 

My  Dear  Sib:  Closer  cooperation  among  the  various  organizations  of  em- 
ployers and  citizens  would  be  of  immeasurable  value  to  all.  There  is  nothing 
new  in  this  thought  It  has  been  expressed  many  times,  and  in  may  forms, 
but  it  has  never  taken  definite  shape. 

There  has  been  a  great  amount  of  cooperation  between  many  of  the  national 
organizations  in  Washington  work  in  the  handling  of  eight-hour,  anti-Injunc- 
tion, and  other  legislation.  There  has  been  cooperation  in  other  directions  also, 
but  it  has  been  more  or  less  haphazzard,  and  not  worthy  of  the  great  interests 
which  our  organizations  represent.  We  can  not  expect  to  work  to  the  greatest 
efficiency  and  to  accomplish  the  best  results  possible  unless  we  assist  each  other 
more  systematically  and  more  definitely  than  we  have  in  the  past. 

Accomplishments  might  be  worked  out  by  a  central  committee  which  are  too 
great  to  be  undertaken  by  any  one  association  or  by  us  all  acting  without  co- 
ordination and  independently. 

All  this  has  been  discussed  informally  with  the  officers  of  the  various  large 
organizations,  and  it  was  decided  to  establish  a  council,  in  which  the  various 
National  and  State  organizations  might  deal,  jointly,  with  many  of  the  objects 
they  have  in  common.  Such  a  council  is  not  in  any  way  to  affect  the  inde- 
pendence of  purpose  and  action  of  any  existing  organization,  but  is  simply  to 
give  to  each  the  advice  and  experience  of  all,  and  to  all  the  power,  convenience 
and  economy  of  effort  and  expense  that  would  follow  saving  of  reduplication  of 
effort  and  expenditure  of  each. 

It  seems  to  me  of  the  greatest  importance  that  some  definite  understanding 

should  be  reached  among  all  organizations  interested  in  this  movement  at  the 

earliest  possible  moment.    Congress  v?\Y\  afcaAn  be  in  session  in  n  short  time, 

and  It  is  more  essential  than  ever  to  g\\e  \he  mofct  wore!\\\  «ttsrttafe  t&  Federal 
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and  State  legislation.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  proposes  to 
give  the  same  earnest  effort  to  this  subject  and  contribute  financially,  if  neces- 
sary, even  more  generously  than  in  the  past,  but  it  is  perfectly  evident  that  with 
complete  and  harmonious  cooperation  with  the  other  great  organizations  very 
much  better  result*  can  be  attained  with  the  name,  or  less,  total  expenditure  of 
time  and  energy  in  the  furtherance  of  sound  legislation  and  in  opposition  to  the 
many  measures  which  have  been  successfully  opposed  in  the  past,  and  which  are 
sure  to  come  up  again  in  future;  measures  that  cover  issues  larger  than  parties 
and  creeds,  and  which  go  down  to  the  fundamental  principles  upon  which  repre- 
sentative government  and  civilized  society  are  based. 

In  addition  to  legislative  work  there  are  other  directions  in  which  greater 
success  can  be  secured  by  more  systematic  cooperation.  There  should  be  a  care- 
fully organized  legal  department,  which  will  do  all  the  work  of  the  council, 
advise  local  organization,  assist  interstate  business  organizations  in  the  prose- 
cution in  every  part  of  the  country  of  labor  organizations  which  violate  inter- 
state and  antitrust  acts,  carry  on  prosecution  of  every  case  of  lawlessness  dur- 
ing strikes,  the  proper  prosecution  of  attempted  boycotts,  of  assault  and  Intimi- 
dation and  a  careful  compilation  and  distribution  of  all  work  handled  by  the 
legal  department. 

In  addition  there  is  need  of  close  cooperation  in  the  direction  of  publicity  and 
education.  Occasional  pamphlets  are  being  printed  now  for  limited  circulation, 
and  there  has  been  some  praiseworthy  effort  on  the  part  of  associations  and 
individuals  to  educate  the  people  generally,  but  there  is  not  enough  of  it  to 
offset  even  in  a  small  measure  the  wonderful  amount  of  information  being  dis- 
seminated by  the  remarkably  competf-nt  press  bureaus  of  labor  organizations. 
These  organizations  are  recognized  by  those  of  us  who  have  looked  into  them  as 
far  more  capable  and  efficient  in  some  respects  than  we  are,  because  of  their 
having  more  complete  organization. 

Remember  that  Horace  Greeley  said  "  The  way  to  resume  is  to  resume,"  and 
I  believe  that  the  way  to  start  this  council  is  to  start  it  We  must  at  once 
decide  upon  proper  representation  in  Washington  and  choose  the  man,  or  men*, 
best  qualified  for  this  most  important  work.  We  should  also  take  up  the  other 
propositions  without  delay. 

This  proposition  is  receiving  at  this  time  the  careful  consideration  of  twelve 
national  organizations,  and  four  State  associations.  What  is  your  idea?  Can 
you  and  will  you  take  this  up  for  prompt  action  with  the  executive  committee  of 
your  organization?  In  order  that  no  time  may  be  lost  I  suggest  that  definite 
action  be  taken  on  the  following  points  by  your  organization : 

First.  Do  you  approve  of  the  plan  of  federation  of  associations,  that  is,  co- 
operation for  the  common  advancement  of  the  interests  of  all  with  perfect  inde- 
pendence preserved  in  each? 

Second.  Does  my  outline  of  the  directions  in  which  the  council  should  do 
effective  work,  namely,  in  the  direction  of  legislation,  legal  work  and  educa- 
tional work,  find  your  approval,  and  if  not  which  points,  in  your  opinion,  could 
be  covered  to  better  advantage  by  concerted  action  such  as  is  contemplated  in 
this  council  than  by  the  individual  action  of  your  organization? 

Third.  Will  you  appoint  a  committee  of  three  with  power  to  act,  to  represent 
your  organization  in  a  council  consisting  of  three  representatives  of  each  fed- 
erated organization,  and  can  this  be  done  with  the  least  possible  delay,  so  that  a 
meeting  of  the  council  can  be  called  at  a  very  early  date? 

Trusting  I  shall  be  honored  by  your  early  reply,  I  am. 
Very  truly  yours, 

.  President. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  date  of  that? 

Mr.  McCarter.  June  28,  1907. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  while  we  are  still  on  this  theme,  if 
it  will  not  interrupt - 

Mr.  McCarter.  Certainly  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  should  like  to  put  into  the  record  a  little  more  of 
the  history  of  this  organization. 

I  have  here  the  printed  proceedings  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  for  1907. 

On  page  9  of  the  proceedings,  in  the  treasure*'*  t^wV^^^^*^ 

Distribution  of  charges  by  departments;  yeax  e*vte&  'NtoxOa.  ^V"Va*SV- 
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Under  that  there  is  an  item  which  I  desire  to  read.  There  are  a 
large  number  of  items  in  this  account,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  offer 
all  of  it,  but  there  is  this  one  item : 

Public  affairs,  $14,788.92. 

Now  on  page  208  of  this  same  printed  report,  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Twelfth  Annual  Convention  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  for  1907,  under  the  heading  "Industrial  peace,"  I 
find  the  following: 

Mr.  Nunemaciier.  The  committee  on  resolutions  also  reports  the  following: 

Then  follows  a  set  of  resolutions.    I  do  not  know  that  I  ought  to 
take  the  time  to  read  them,  but  perhaps  I  had  better  do  so. 
Senator  Cummins.  Were  the  resolutions  adopted? 
Senator  Reed.  The  resolutions  were  agreed  to,  yes.    I  will  read 

this: 

INDUSTRIAL    PEACE. 

Mr.  Nunemacher.  The  committee  on  resolutions  also  reports  the  following: 

"  Whereas  '  righteous  industrial  peace '  is  of  inestimable  value  to  all  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  and 

44  Whereas  '  industrial  peace '  to  be  righteous  must  be  based  upon  the  prin- 
ciples and  platform  adopted  at  the  New  Orleans  convention  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  in  1903,  and  which  is  as  follows: 

"  '(1)  Fair  dealing  is  the  fundamental  and  basic  principle  on  which  relations 
between  employees  and  employers  should  rest. 

"'(2)  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  is  not  opposed  to  organi- 
zations of  labor,  as  such,  but  it  is  unalterably  opposed  to  boycotts,  blacklists, 
and  other  illegal  acts  of  interference  with  the  personal  liberty  of  employer  or 
employee. 

*"(3)  No  person  should  be  refused  employment  or  in  any  way  be  discrimi- 
nated against  on  account  of  membership  or  nonmembership  in  any  labor  organi- 
zation, and  there  should  be  no  discrimination  against  or  interference  with  any 
employee  who  is  not  a  member  of  a  labor  organization  by  members  of  sncn 
organization. 

"'(4)  With  due  regard  to  contracts,  it  is  the  right  of  the  employee  to  leave 
his  employment  whenever  he  sees  fit,  and  it  is  the  right  of  the  employer  to 
discharge  any  employee  when  he  sees  fit. 

"'(5)  Employers  must  be  free  to  employ  their  work  people  at  wages  mutu- 
ally satisfactory  without  interference  or  dictation  on  the  part  of  individuals  or 
organizations  t»ot  directly  parties  to  such  contracts. 

"  '(0)  Employers  must  be  unmolested  and  unhampered  in  the  management  of 
their  business,  in  determining  the  amount  and  quality  of  their  product,  and  in 
the  use  of  any  methods  or  systems  of  pay  which  are  jnst  and  equitable. 

"  '(7)  In  the  interest  of  the  employes  and  employers  of  the  country,  no  limita- 
tion should  be  placed  upon  the  opportunities  of  any  person  to  learn  any  trade 
to  which  he  or  she  may  be  adapted. 

"  '(8)  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  disapproves  absolutely  of 
strikes  and  lockouts,  and  favors  an  equitable  adjustment  of  all  differences  be- 
tween employers  and  employes  by  any  amicable  method  that  will  preserve  the 
rights  of  both  parties. 

"  '(9)  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  pledges  itself  to  oppose  any 
and  all  legislation  not  in  accord  with  the  foregoing  declaration.' 

"  Whereas,  the  developments  of  recent  years  clearly  prove  that  the  question 
of  '  righteous  industrial  peace '  is  not  an  issue  of  capital  against  labor,  nor  em- 
ployers against  employes,  but  an  issue  of  good  citizenship  against  bad  citizen- 
ship, an  issue  of  Americanism  and  patriotism  against  demagogism  and  socialism. 

"  Therefore,  be  it  resolved.  That  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in 
convention  assembled  reassert  the  New  Orleans  platform  and  Instruct  its  offi- 
cers to  take  the  necessary  steps  to  establish  and  finance  a  council  to  serve  as  a 
means  of  harmonizing  and  federating  the  various  National  and  State  organisa- 
tions of  citizens,  merchants  and  employers  to  the  end  of  uniting  them  in  a 
vigorous  educational  campaign  for  the  interest  of  industrial  peace  and  mutual 
good  wllV9 
The  resolutions  were  agreed  to. 
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Now  I  want  to  read  further  from  page  209,  under  the  heading 
"  Revision  of  the  tariff,"  although  it  is  a  little  aside  from  the  main 
issue : 

REVISION  OF  THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  Nunemacher.  The  committee  also  reports  tbe  following  resolutions : 

"Resolved,  That  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  declares  itself  in 
favor  of  a  revision  of  the  tariff  at  the  earliest  practicable  date  and  the  making 
of  treaties  of  reciprocity  meantime  as  originally  provided  for  by  the  present 
tariff  laws. 

"  Whereas,  the  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  have 
by  correspondence  expressed  themselves  in  the  proportion  of  8  to  1  that  to 
secure  a  thoroughly  intelligent  revision  of  the  tariff  laws  there  should  be  estab- 
lished a  nonpartisan  tariff  commission  not  unlike  the  present  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  with  semi-judicial  powers  as  for  example  to  summon  wit- 
nesses, this  commission  to  investigate  thoroughly  and  scientifically  the  various 
schedules  and  from  time  to  time  submit  their  conclusions  in  the  form  of  recom- 
mendations to  Congress  and  the  Executive. 

"  Therefore,  be  it  resolved,  That  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
formally  declares  itself  in  favor  of  such  a  commission  and  hereby  instructs  its 
officers  to  make  every  reasonable  endeavor  to  secure  the  appointment  of  such 
a  permanent  commission  at  the  earliest  possible  date." 

Senator  Cummins.  They  did  not  declare  for  revision  downward. 

Senator  Reed.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  sorry  they  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  The  point  I  had  in  mind  is  that  they  declared  in 
favor  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  which  at  other  places  has  come  into 
this  controversy.  Now  I  will  examine  these  proceedings  further  to 
see  if  that  resolution  which  I  have  just  read  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McCarter.  On  page  216  my  eye  lights  on  the  words : 

Mr.  Smith  of  Illinois.  I  move  to  lay  that  resolution  on  the  table. 

Senator  Reed.  That  refers  to  another  resolution.  On  page  215 
appears  this : 

The  President.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  these  resolutions. 
The  resolutions  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  You  saw  something  in  regard  to  another  resolution? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  I  call  attention,  not  in  connection  with  what 
I  last  read  but  with  what  I  first  read,  to  the  Proceedings  of  the 
thirteenth  annual  convention  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers, for  the  year  1908.  I  refer  to  page  105  under  the  heading 
"  Tuesday  Morning  " : 

The  President.  Gentlemen,  I  have  a  matter  of  great  importance  and  I  recom- 
mend that  we  go  into  excutivc  session.  Is  every  gentleman  in  the  room  vouched 
for? 

The  doors  were  closed  and  the  convention  went  into  executive  session. 

There  appears  to  be  no  report  of  that.  It  seems  that  we  are 
not  the  only  body  that  holds  executive  sessions. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  the  inalienable  right  of  every  parlia- 
mentary assemblage. 

Senator  Reed.  On  page  107  I  find  this  in  the  president's  address, 
which  I  think  throws  light  on  the  proceedings  of  the  preceding  year, 
1907 : 

At  our  convention  twelve  months  ago  you  declared  in  favor  of.  *Sl  ^^te&Rfe^sfer 
tween  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ana.  Vtoa  o\Xi«t  «t«aX.Vaft»s5c^>a^^ 
commercial  and  citizens'  organizations,  so  aa  to  \>tomoX»  Vfcfc  %<**&>  «  *»> 
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members  and  to  advance  the  interests  of  the  country.  A  committee  composed  of 
many  of  the  leading  members  of  the  association  started  promptly  to  carry  out 
your  orders,  and  the  result  of  our  work  is  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense. 

On  page  124  begins  the  report  of  Mr.  Secretary  Boudinot,  and  at 
the  bottom  of  page  124  and  the  top  of  page  125  in  his  report  I  find 
this  language : 

The  Washington  work  formerly  conducted  by  the  secretary  in  connection  with 
his  executive  duties,  is  now  in  charge  of  special  representatives  and  it  has  been 
carried  forward  energetically,  systematically  and  successfully.  A  full  report 
on  this  subject  will  be  submitted  to  you  by  those  representatives. 

At  page  284  is  this : 

REPORT  OF  GENERAL  COUNSEL. 

Mr.  Emery  then  presented  the  following  report : 

"  To  the  Board  of  Directors  and  Members, 

"  National  Association  of  Manufacturers: 

"  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  my  report  as  general  counsel  for  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense." 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Emery,  as  general  counsel  for 
the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  made  a  report  to  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me,  Senator.  Will  you  not  permit  me  to 
state,  in  justice  to  myself,  that  the  same  report  went  to  every  other 
association. 

Senator  Reed.  Possibly  so.  It  would  appear,  however,  so  far  as 
I  can  gather  from  this  text,  that  in  this  instance  you  were  there  in 
person  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  and  I  was  before  most  of  the  other  associations 
in  person,  at  one  time  and  another. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  to  read  all  of  this  report,  but  I  think 
there  is  some  of  it  that  may  throw  some  light. 

Senator  Nelson.  Why  can  you  not  mark  the  part  which  you  desire 
to  introduce? 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  all  of  Mr.  Emery's  report,  which  is  not 
very  long,  may  well  go  in. 

The  report  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

To  the  Board  of  Directors  and  Members, 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers: 

I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  my  report  as  general,  counsel  for  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Through  the  joint  efforts  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America,  this  standing  committee  of 
industrial  associations  has  grown  marvelously  until  it  now  numbers  one  hun- 
dred and  forty  national,  State  and  local  organizations,  including  the  largest 
manufacturing  and  commercial  associations  of  our  country,  representing  over 
three  millions  of  men  in  employment,  probably  sixty  per  cent  of  the  manufactur- 
ing interests  of  the  country,  together  with  a  great  and  varied  commercial  in- 
vestment. 

By  your  direction,  counsel  have  not  only  endeavored  to  quickly  and  accurately 
ascertain  and  report  the  political  status  of  dangerous  measures,  but  have  per- 
sonally scrutinized  the  vast  mass  of  legislation  poured  into  Congress,  examin- 
ing critically  all  measures  affecting  the  labor  relation,  that  there  might  be 
thorough  understanding  of  every  effort  made  to  obtain  special  class  privileges 
therein,  or  to  impair  or  destroy  personal  and  property  rights  Jn  industry  by 
withdrawing  legal  protection  therefrom. 
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Approximately,  29.500  bills  will  have  been  introduced  in  the  House  and 
Senate  when  these  bodies  adjourn  during  the  coming  week.  Of  these,  all 
public  bills  and  resolutions  have  been  examined,  and,  whenever  necessary,  in- 
vestigated and  the  results  of  analysis  made  known  to  the  council. 

To  briefly  summarize  the  bills  called  to  your  attention,  I  name: 

I.  Affecting  the  issuance  of  temporary  or  permanent  Injunctions  in  Industrial 
disputes,  directly  or  indirectly : 

House  bills  01,  60,  04.  7036,  9129,  9125,  14377,  17137,  20823,  21358,  21359, 
21454,  21489.  21498,  21539,  21629. 

Senate  bills  4487.  4488,  4533,  4727,  5888,  5889. 

II.  Providing  trial  by  jury  or  other  judge  for  contempts  of  court: 
nouse  bills  76,  148,  277,  425,  17137,  21454. 

III.  Regulating  or  prohibiting  the  employment  of  children: 
House  bills  4799,  9120,  16063. 

Senate  bills  911,  4812. 

IV.  Providing  for  the  investigation  or  arbitration  of  industrial  disputes: 
House  bills  4857,  6246.  9172,  19662. 

Senate  bill  6272. 

V.  Limiting  the  hours  of  labor  on  Government  work  and  providing  for  legal 
recoveries  for  overtime: 

House  bills  453.  6127.  7564,  15651,  20188. 
Senate  bill  6414. 

VI.  Encouraging  industrial  education  and  providing  funds  therefor: 
House  bill  534. 

Senate  bills  47,  502,  2864. 

VII.  Proposing  amendments  to  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act: 
House  bills  16380,  16639,  17290,  18619,  19745,  20584. 
Senate  bills  6331,  6900,  6913. 

No  reference  is  made  to  compensation  or  employers'  liability  bills  which  affect 
only  employees  of  the  Government,  or  of  common  carriers  engaged  in  inter- 
state commerce.    They  have  not,  therefore,  received  our  consideration. 

In  digests  hitherto  made  the  greater  portion  of  the  bills  enumerated  have 
been  analyzed  and  explained,  and  it  Is  not  here  my  intention  to  repeat  reports 
made,  but  to  dwell  generally  upon  the  character  of  the  legislation  sought,  the 
effort  made  to  secure  It  and  the  result  of  that  effort. 

ANTI-INJUNCTION  LEGISLATION. 

Naturally  the  most  serious  attack  has  been  upon  the  equity  powers  of  the 
courts  in  an  endeavor  to  prevent  or  modify  the  existing  practice  in  the  issuance 
of  restraining  orders  and  injunctions.    This  has  been  attempted. 

1.  By  defining  away  the  proi>erty  rights  of  employer  and  employee  upon  which 
the  issuance  of  the  writ  is  predicated,  as  in  the  Pearre  bill,  H.  R.  94,  and 
Rodenberg  bill,  H.  R.  17137. 

2.  By  eliminating  the  element  of  conspiracy,  making  it  lawful  for  two  or 
more  persons  to  do  in  furtherance  of  a  labor  dispute  whatsoever  one  may  do. 

3.  By  requiring  notice  and  hearing  before  a  restraining  order  can  be  issued 
that  judicial  protection  may  not  be  given  until  the  injury  has  been  accomplished. 

4.  By  weakening  the  effect  of  the  court's  order  In  providing  that  its  violation 
should  be  tried  by  a  jury  or  another  judge. 

5.  By  enacting  into  a  statute  the  present  established  rules  followed  by  the 
courts  in  issuing  injunctions,  thus  substituting  the  will  of  Congress  for  that  of 
the  court  and  establishing  precedent  for  further  trespass  upon  the  judicial 
power  of  the  Legislature. 

The  earlier  bills  on  this  subject  represent  the  extreme  demands  of  the  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor  and  attempt  to  obliterate  the  property  rights  they 
can  not  deny.  In  this  connection  a  most  remarkable  record  of  radical  and 
revolting  views  on  the  nature  of  the  "  good  will  of  business  "  and  the  "  right  to 
do  business  "  have  been  obtained  in  hearings  before  the  Judiciary  Committee  of 
the  House,  not  only  from  Mr.  Gompers,  but  from  the  attorney  for  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  presenting  its  legal  view  of  those  rights.  Some  support 
was  given  to  the  demand  for  the  issuance  of  restraining  orders  only  after  notice 
r.nd  hearing,  by  Congressmen  from  States  which  felt  that  the  Federal  courts 
had  improperly  interfered  with  the  operation  of  railroad-rate  laws,  and  it  was 
therefore  necessary  to  carefully  observe  the  effect  of  legislation  preventing  the 
issuance  of  Federal  orders  to  restrain  the  operation  of  State  tast%  ot  \&fe  *s&src& 
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of  State  officers  because  of  the  necessary  effect  of  such  legislation  upon  the 
measures  sought  by  organized  labor. 

It  was  felt   that  the  obvious  unconstitutionality  and  inexpediency    of  the 
demands  for  injunction  legislation  made  by  Mr.  Gompers  would  make  it  an 
unlikely  subject  for  political  play,  but  the  continuous  recommendation  of  anti- 
injunction  legislation  by  the  President  in  his  special  messages  encouraged  or- 
ganized labor  to  assemble  a  numerous  lobby  during  the  month  of  April,  culminat- 
ing in  the  presence  of  more  than  a  hundred  unionist  representatives  immedi- 
ately after  the  President's  message  of  April  twenty-seventh.    "  Perhaps  never 
before  in  the  history  of  the  country,"  said  the  Review  of  Reviews,  "  has  organ- 
ized labor  been  so  powerfully  represented  at  Washington."    They  stormed  the 
individual  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  with  remonstrances  and  threats, 
while,   under  the  leadership  of  Congressman  Townsend,  of  Michigan,   a  de- 
termined attempt  was  made  to  frame  and  pass  an  anti-injunction  bill.     This 
effort  is  exhibited  in  the  seven  bills  presented  between  April  28  and  May  4,  1908; 
H.  R.  21358,  Mr.  Sterling;  H.  R.  21359,  Mr.  Payne;  H.  R.  21454,  Mr.  Chaney; 
H.  R.  21489.  Mr.  Hubbard,  West  Virginia;  H.  R.  21498,  Mr.  Foster,  of  Indiana; 
H.  R.  21539,  Mr.  Boyd  and  Mr.  Madison ;  H.  R.  21629,  Mr.  Bonynge. 

These  bills  vary  from  a  mere  attempt,  as  in  the  Payne  bill,  to  enact  the  ex- 
isting practice  of  the  courts,  to  attempt  to  rigidly  fix  the  time  during  which 
a  restraining  order  can  remain  in  force,  irrespective  of  circumstances,  unless 
a  hearing  is  had  thereon;  while  one  bill — that  of  Mr.  Chaney — provided  that 
all  contempts  growing  out  of  the  disobedience  of  the  order  must  be  tried  by  a 
judge  other  than  the  one  issuing  the  writ,  or  if  such  other  judge  is  not  available, 
then  the  original  judge  must  impanel  a  jury  who  would  find  the  facts  in  the 
form  of  a  special  verdict  which  the  court  would  be  bound  to  accept. 

All  of  these  bills,  however,  penult  the  court  to  issue  an  ex  parte  restraining 
order  when  it  is  satisfied  that  irreparable  damage  would  result  before  hearing 
could  be  had.  While  we  believe  that  any  attempt  by  Congress  to  regulate  equity 
courts,  by  prohibiting  the  issuance  of  restraining  orders,  would  be  an  impair- 
ment of  the  judicial  power,  striking  at  the  very  essence  of  equity  authority  and 
therefore  unconstitutional,  it  is  nevertheless  a  distinct  gain,  in  view  of  the 
bitter  anti-injunction  campaign  waged  for  the  past  four  years,  to  perceive  that 
even  under  the  greatest  pressure,  exerted  against  that  body,  the  right  of  an 
equity  court  to  issue  a  restraining  writ  in  the  presence  of  Irreparable  damage 
without  notice  to  the  adverse  party  was  recognized  in  every  bill  which  eudeav 
ored  to  follow  the  President's  message,  although  the  message  Itself  recom- 
mended legislation  that  would  absolutely  require,  in  each  case,  notice  and 
hearing. 

It  may  naturally  be  asked  what  harm  could  come  from  the  enactment  into 
law  of  the  existing  practice  of  the  courts  in  the  issuance  of  injunctions.  It  is 
quite  one  thing  for  the  court  to  fix  a  rule  for  its  own  guidance  in  the  exercise 
of  Its  judicial  power  and  quite  another  for  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  declare  how  that  judicial  power  shall  be  exercised.  The  infringe- 
ment of  one  department  of  the  Government  upon  another  not  only  disturbs  the 
balance  of  authority  it  is  the  purpose  of  our  form  of  government  to  maintain, 
but  would  in  itself  establish  a  precedent  leading  to  most  serious  consequences. 
But,  further,  were  it  permissible  for  Congress  to  direct  the  conditions  under 
which  injunctions  should  issue,  the  exercise  of  that  power  in  the  face  of  a 
demand  based  upon  a  charge  that  the  courts  Improperly  and  oppressively  exer- 
cised their  equity  powers,  would  be  to  admit  the  truth  of  an  unproved  and  un- 
provable assertion. 

In  this  connection  it  is  to  be  observed  that  after  promising  for  two  years  to 
do  so,  Mr.  Gompers,  for  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  very  recently  filed 
with  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  a  number  of  restraining  orders, 
injunctions,  and  decisions,  of  which  he  complained.  These  acts  of  the  courts 
cover  a  period  of  approximately  fifteen  years.  Your  counsel  has  given  them 
careful  examination,  finding  among  them  eighteen  injunction  cases,  in  fifteen  of 
which  ex  parte  restraining  orders  were  issued,  seven  of  which  were  not  contested, 
and  could  not  therefore  be  said  to  be  objectionable;  two  were  dissolved  on  hear- 
ing, one  has  not  yet  been  heard  owing  to  continuances  at  the  request  of  the  de- 
fendants, and  the  remainder,  with  one  exception,  were  continued  in  force  after 
hearing  and  argument,  and  only  one  Injunction  during  fifteen  years  of  judicial 
action  was  modified  by  a  higher  court.  No  other  department  of  litigation  can 
present  so  remarkable  a  record  of  freedom  from  judicial  error.  Confirming  the 
injustice  and  inaccuracy  of  recent  criticism.  Mr.  Townsend,  of  Michigan,  leading 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.       3820 

the  movement  to  reform  the  abuse  of  the  injunction,  admits  in  a  public  state- 
ment recently  made  to  his  local  press  that  he  can  not  find  one  case  where  tin* 
writ  has  been  improperly  issued. 

THE  RECENT  DEMONSTBATION  AGAINST  ANTI-INJUNCTION  LEGISLATION. 

To  revert  to  the  recent  and  insistent  labor  demand,  backed  by  Executive 
recommendation,  for  requirement  of  notice  and  hearing  in  the  issuance  of  in- 
junctions in  labor  disputes,  I  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Executive  recommendation,  which  is  along  the  lines  of  Senator  Beveridge's  bill, 
would  establish  a  rule  for  the  issuance  of  writs  in  one  class  of  cases  arbitrarily 
set  apart  from  all  other  cases  in  which  irreparable  injury  to  property  Is 
threatened.  Citizens  whose  property  rights  were  endangered  In  industrial  dis- 
putes would,  therefore,  we  believe,  be  deprived  under  such  conditions  of  due 
process  of  law  in  having  taken  from  them  the  equal  protection  of  the  law.  Yet, 
in  spite  of  this  apparent  truth,  so  powerful  and  determined  was  the  influence 
exerted  upon  Congress  for  the  passage  of  such  a  measure  that  in  all  likelihood 
a  bill  incorporating  these  features  would  have  been  pressed  to  passage  but  for 
the  emphatic  and  nation-wide  protest  which  its  consideration  excited.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  many  of  the  older  Members  of  Congress  that  a  more  powerful 
expression  of  business  opinion  upon  a  legislative  subject  has  not  been  experi- 
enced by  the  National  Legislature  In  recent  years.  The  effect  was  immediate. 
At  the  very  point  of  yielding,  Congress  was  deluged  with  telegrams  and  letters 
from  the  leading  citizens  of  every  city  and  every  State  in  the  Union,  while  the 
President  himself  received,  if  anything,  a  greater  number  of  messages  than 
Congress.  The  policy  which  a  few  days  before  had  seemed  so  expedient  and 
popular  was  i neon tinen tally  abandoned  in  the  face  of  the  overwhelming  evi- 
dence of  an  aroused  and  determined  business  opinion. 

THE  EIGHT-HOUR  BILL. 

A  strong  and  determined  effort  was  made  during  the  month  of  February  to 
force  a  favorable  report  from  the  House  Labor  Committee  on  the  well-known 
Gardner  eight-hour  bill.  It  was  taken  up  unexpectedly  and  quietly  by  a  sub- 
committee, to  which  an  emphatic  request  was  at  once  made  for  a  hearing  on 
behalf  of  the  enormous  industrial  interests  affected,  both  by  the  actual  pro- 
visions of  the  bill  and  its  suggested  policy.  Over  twenty-odd  hearings  were 
had  from  February  eighteenth  to  March  twenty-fifth.  Elaborate  expert  testi- 
mony was  offered  and  the  legal  aspects  of  the  bill  argued  at  length.  In  addi- 
tion to  individual  witnesses  from  the  great  steel  industries  and  the  ship-build- 
ing organizations,  including  one  as  far  west  as  San  Francisco,  the  chief  builders 
and  constructors  of  the  country  and  numerous  manufacturers  were  secured, 
while  the  officers  and  executive  committee  of  the  National  Builders'  Associa- 
tion appeared  in  a  body.  The  Builders'  Exchange  and  the  Merchants  and 
Manufacturers'  Association  of  Baltimore  cooperated  with  your  counsel  by 
sending  a  special  train  containing  135  of  the  most  prominent  business  men  of 
their  city,  who  appeared  as  witnesses  and  made  a  most  powerful  impression 
upon  the  committee. 

During  these  long-continued  hearings,  your  counsel  was  very  greatly  indebted  for 
valuable  assistance  rendered  by  Mr.  Walter  Drew,  commissioner  of  the  National 
Erectors  Association,  who  secured  strong  expert  testimony  from  the  structural 
steel  industries;  to  Mr.  E.  E.  Harris,  secretary  of  the  Merchant  Tailors  Na- 
tional Protective  Association;  Secretary  Scates,  of  the  Baltimore  Exchange;  to 
Mr.  D.  H.  McPherson.  of  the  Metal  Manufacturers  Association  of  Philadelphia  -fc 
to  Mr.  Frederick  W.  Job,  of  Chicago ;  and  to  a  great  number  of  business  firms 
and  corporations  who  supplied  most  exceptional  testimony.  Our  effort,  indeed, 
drew  a  high  compliment  from  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  Mr.  Payson, 
representing  the  Newport  News  Shipbuilding  Company,  who  had  participated 
in  the  hearings  upon  various  forms  of  this  bill  for  the  past  eight  years.  Your 
counsel,  having  occasion  frequently  to  ask  for  time  in  which  to  present  special 
evidence,  was  opposed  on  one  occasion  by  Mr.  Nichols,  a  Democratic  member 
of  the  committee  and  president  of  the  miners'  union  of  Scranton,  who  insisted 
that  action  upon  the  bill  was  being  unduly  delayed.  Your  counsel  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  character  of  the  evidence  which  had  been  presented,  the  chairman 
stated :  "  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  the  evidence  so  far  produced  before  this 
committee  has  been  more  to  the  specific  point,  more  directed  at  wycc^CoJcMt,  \fca»> 
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any  line  of  hearings  that  has  ever  been  before  it  on  this  subject/'  Mr.  Payson 
said  immediately :  "  I  desire  to  endorse  this,  having  been  with  this  movement  in 
opposition  to  this  legislation  for  many  years.  I  endorse  earnestly  and  cordially 
the  observation  of  the  chairman  in  that  regard."  (Page  195,  hearings  subcom- 
mittee No.  1,  H.  R.  15G51.)  In  addition  to  the  oral  evidence  presented  to  the 
committee,  more  than  three  thousand  communications  were  addressed  to  it  by 
a  variety  of  business  interests,  of  which  more  than  a  thousand  were  printed  in 
the  record  of  the  hearings,  a  volumne  of  a  thousand  pages.  The  subcommittee 
holding  the  hearings  reported  the  bill  without  recommendations  to  the  full 
committee,  who  referred  it  by  a  vote  of  eight  to  five  to  a  subcommittee  of  three 
lawyer  members  to  advise  upon  the  constitutional  objections  raised  to  the 
measure.    To  this  subcommittee  full  legal  argument  is  to  be  made. 

The  practical  consequences  of  the  passage  of  a  rigid  eight-hour  law,  with  its 
reactionary  effect  upon  State  legislation,  is  faintly  suggested  by  the  recent  decla- 
ration of  Vice  President  Brown,  of  the  New  York  Central  Railroad,  that  "  legis- 
lation restricting  the  hours  of  labor  of  trainmen,  engiemen,  operators,  signalmen, 
etc.,  has  added  approximately  $25,000,000  annually  "  to  the  wage  roll.  Once 
concede  the  right  of  the  State  to  regulate  hours  in  private  employment  upon 
the  subject  matter  of  a  Government  contract  and  the  right  to  also  regulate 
wages  under  the  same  conditions  can  not  be  denied. 

THE  ATTEMPT  TO  AMEND  THE  8HEBMAN   ANTITRUST  LAW. 

Following  on  the  heels  of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  the  Loewe  case,  applying  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act  to  a  combination 
of  labor  engaged  in  an  interstate  boycott,  a  most  powerful  and  determined 
effort  has  been  made  to  amend  the  Sherman  Act  by  exempting  combinations 
of  labor  from  its  terms.  No  less  than  ten  bills  which  would  have  had  this 
effect  were  presented  in  the  House  and  Senate,  six  in  the  former  and  four  in 
the  latter.  One  was  drawn  so  hastily  after  the  court  decision  that  its  author, 
in  his  anxiety  to  be  first  in  the  field,  proposed  his  amendment  to  the  wrong  law. 
Another  bill,  that  of  Senator  Foraker,  did  not  have  this  specific  purpose  in 
mind,  but  would  have,  in  our  opinion,  effected  the  withdrawal  of  the  protection 
which  the  Sherman  law  gives  by  destroying  the  act  itself. 

The  bills  of  Congressmen  Nichols.  Hughes,  Smith,  Hepburn,  and  Wilson  and 
Senators  Dick.  Smith,  and  Warner  withdrew  combinations  of  labor  from  the 
operation  of  the  law.  With  the  exception  of  the  Hepburn  and  Warner  bills, 
they  boldly  aimed  to  do  so.  The  latter  measures  effected  the  same  end  under 
the  specious  plea  of  vindicating  the  lawful  rights  of  combinations  of  labor 
alleged  to  have  been  made  dubious  by  the  Supreme  Court's  decision. 

THE  HEPBURN  BILL. 

Of  all  these  measures  the  Hepburn  bill,  of  which  the  Warner  bill  in  the 
Senate  was  the  counterpart,  was  most  strongly  urged.  It  was  presented  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Civic  Federation  after  consultation  and  conference  between 
representatives  of  organized  labor  and  certain  great  combinations  of  capital, 
who  gathered  in  New  York  and  Washington,  and  on  several  occasions  in  the 
White  House,  to  consider  means  of  moderating  the  alleged  harshness  of  the 
Sherman  law  and  to  secure  the  rights  of  organized  labor  against  the  alleged 
Improper  extension  and  interpretation  of  the  Sherman  law.  The  bill  is 
reputed  to  have  been  substantially  drawn  by  Mr.  Harry  Lynde  Stetson  and  Mr. 
Victor  Morawetz,  two  of  the  ablest  corporation  counsel  at  the  American  bar. 
It  was  generally  supposed  to  have  the  President's  approval  and  was  defended 
and  urged  on  behalf  of  the  administration  by  Mr.  Herbert  Knox  Smith.  Com- 
missioner of  Corpo rations.  Most  extensive  hearings  were  had  upon  the  bill,  be- 
ginning April  fourth,  before  the  House  Judiciary  Committee,  where  they  were 
concluded  a  little  over  a  week  ago,  but  are  still  continuing  before  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  on  the  Warner  bill. 

The  previous  statement  made  concerning  the  legal  effect  of  these  measures 

and  the  widespread  discussion  of  them  in  the  press  make  unnecessary  their 

further  explanation  here.    The  Hepburn  bill  underwent  numerous  amendments 

in  an  endeavor  to  overcome  the  equally  numerous  objections  made  to  it,  each 

amendment  developing  bolder  assumptions  of  arbitrary  authority  or  greater 

obscurities  and  complexities  of  interpretation.     Its  labor  features  unquestlon- 

ably  legalize  both  the  boycott  and  malicious  and  sympathetic  strikes,  the  black 

list  and  those  forms  of  combination  between  <g&\>\B?ee  **ui  employee,  that, 

protect  each  party  from  the  competttVoii  oi  o\k«  ttttftnunt  «s&  «m- 
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ployees,  force  conditions  of  the  most  grievous  character  upon  the  consuming 
public;  to  say  nothing  of  the  arbitrary  denial  of  the  market  to  the  labor  or 
commodities  of  those  not  parties  to  the  combination.  The  later  amendments 
that  were  alleged  to  overcome  these  objections  to  the  labor  section,  merely  con- 
fused and  obscured  It,  without  curing  its  essential  defects. 

In  addition  to  these  most  objectionable  features,  the  immunities  provided  in 
the  bill  would  a  year  after  its  passage  not  only  withdraw  combinations,  whether 
voluntary  or  incorporate,  from  reach  of  Federal  prosecution,  but  by  legalizing 
the  combination  the  bill  certainly  aimed  to  protect  all  their  future  acts.  For 
instance,  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  pleaded  in  its  complaint  of  inter- 
vention in  the  Loewe  case  that  Its  constitution  "  makes  special  provision  for 
the  prosecution  of  boycotts."  Thus  the  organization  is  not  merely  admitted, 
but  asserted  to  have  an  unlawful  purpose;  which  Mr.  Gompers  declares  it  is 
its  intention  to  execute  and  to  aid  in  which  he  seeks  to  change  the  law.  Under 
the  Hepburn  bill  no  prosecution  would  lie  against  any  existing  voluntary  com- 
bination in  restraint  of  trade,  one  year  after  the  bill's  passage.  Consequently, 
If  a  combination  organized  in  whole  or  part  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  boy- 
cotts was  not  prosecuted  during  that  period,  It  would  be  beyond  the  reach  of 
law,  and  as  the  bill  provided  that  it  could  not  be  prosecuted  for  •*  any  acts  done 
thereunder  "  it  would  be  questionable  whether  or  not  such  a  combination  could 
be  reached,  if  it  did  In  the  future  those  very  things  which  the  Supreme  Court 
has  condemned  in  the  Loewe  case. 

But  there  were  numerous  objections  to  the  Hepburn  bill  quite  apart  from  its 
labor  features.  Indeed,  without  regard  to  those  of  an  affirmative  character 
which  sought  to  define  the  rights  of  voluntary  combinations,  the  endeavor  to 
distinguish  between  combinations  or  contracts  In  "reasonable"  and  "unreason- 
able" restraint  of  trade  could  have  but  one  result — the  destruction  of  the  exist- 
ing law  itself;  establishing  by  the  use  of  such  language  a  penal  standard  so 
Indefinite  that  it  would  be  unenforceable,  and  thus  invalidate  the  amended  law. 
It  would  mean  the  complete  withdrawal  from  the  domain  of  interstate  com- 
merce of  the  protection  which  that  act  now  affords,  releasing  from  all  restraint 
in  that  field  the  great  combinations  of  capital  upon  the  one  hand,  and  the 
organizations  of  labor  upon  the  other. 

Numerous  obj"ections  to  the  extent  and  character  of  the  powers  conferred 
upon  administrative  officials  in  the  bill  and  to  the  effect  of  their  exercise  upon 
personal  and  corporate  rights  In  every  department  of  industry,  were  elab- 
orately presented,  and  the  most  remarkable  evidence  of  the  purpose  and  effect 
of  the  bill  was  adduced  from  the  testimony  of  its  proponents,  by  the  searching 
cross-examination  of  Mr.  Littlefield,  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  of  the 
judiciary.  The  record  of  these  hearings  will  be  distributed  ui>on  publication. 
I  desire  to  say  in  passing  that  the  belief  into  which  many  business  men  were 
deluded,  that  the  proposed  amendment  was  a  practical  and  helpful  modification 
of  the  existing  law,  is  without  foundation  in  either  expediency  or  principle.  A 
measure  more  injurious  to  every  department  of  free  industrial  activity  could 
hardly  be  framed. 

In  reference  to  this  bill,  I  beg  to  call  to  your  attention  the  very  great  debt 
which  the  members  of  this  organization  owe  to  Mr.  Daniel  Davenport,  general 
counsel  for  the  American  Anti-Boycott  Association,  whose  great  learning,  cease- 
less labor  and  legal  ability,  whose  high  character  as  a  man  and  whose  powers 
as  an  advocate  have  contributed  in  the  very  largest  degree  to  every  success  with 
which  we  have  met  in  the  presentation  of  the  great  questions  here  involved, 
before  the  law  committees  of  both  the  House  and  the  Senate. 

Of  the  Hepburn  bill.  It.  should  be  observed  in  passing  that  an  extraordinary 
attempt  was  made  to  secure  its  reference  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee 
of  the  House,  although  all  previous  proposed  amendments  to  the  Sherman  Act 
had  been  referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee.  In  view  of  the  unusual  cir- 
cumstances surrounding  its  construction,  introduction  and  discussion,  it  seems 
fair  to  suppose  that  unusual  consideration  had  been  assured  the  measure  before 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee;  a  thought  that  obtains  considerable  con- 
firmation from  the  exasperation  displayed  by  the  gentleman  who  introduced  it, 
upon  its  reference  to  the  Judiciary  Committee.  It  is  certain  that  had  this 
remarkable  bill  not  been  referred  to  the  great  law  committee  of  the  House,  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  have  so  thoroughly  exposed  its  legal  framework. 
Not  the  least  curious  feature  of  the  bearings  upon  it  was  that  the  distinguished 
lawyers  who  drew  it  never  api>eared  to  either  explain  or  vindicate  their  lata** 
but  left  its  explanation  and  vindication  to  the  awkward  V\iV«\«sfc».\\v>\»  <^\\* 
ofttimes  embarrassed  protagonists. 
920S—VOL  4— in 52 
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GENEBAL   LEGISLATION. 

To  numerous  measures  of  only  incidental  importance,  most  of  which  have 
been  the  subject  of  previous  reference,  it  seems  to  me  unnecessary  to  revert 
Some  of  them  are  of  interest  because  of  the  dangerous  precedent  easily  created 
and  therefore  to  be  avoided.  Others,  like  the  proposal  of  Senator  Beveridge  to 
prohibit  the  product  of  child  labor  in  interstate  commerce,  are  objectionable  not 
because  of  their  purpose  but  the  means  by  which  it  is  to  be  accomplished.  I 
know  that  both  yourself  and  all  members  of  the  committee  advocate  the  protec- 
tion of  the  child  where  necessity  brings  him  into  industry,  but  you  can  not  con- 
cede a  Federal  control  of  production  within  each  State  as  a  means  of  obtaining 
an  end,  however  laudable.  Knowing  your  views  and  those  of  leading  manufac- 
turers and  business  men  as  I  believe  I  do,  I  recommend  to  them  most  respect- 
fully but  emphatically  that  they  take  part  in  their  respective  States  in  framing 
proper  child-labor  legislation,  that  the  constructive  side  of  this  most  important 
subject  shall  not  be  left  to  the  theorists  or  the  impractical  sentimentalists,  but 
that  while  the  child  may  be  defended  against  the  Gradgrind,  he  may  likewise 
be  defended  against  the  selfish  and  cruel  parent,  while  at  the  same  time  his 
own  right  to  learn  a  trade  or  useful  occupation  may  not  be  infringed  or  a 
dependent  family  deprived  of  necessary  means  of  support. 

BESULTS. 

Our  just  efforts  to  secure  protection  from  legislation  not  merely  unfair  and 
unjust  to  the  great  interests  represented  in  our  associations,  but  to  the  personal 
and  property  rights  of  the  American  citizen  in  industry,  have  been  successful  as 
they  deserved  to  be.  Not  one  of  the  measures  called  to  the  attention  of  our 
members  and  which  need  but  to  be  known  to  be  shunned,  has  reached  the  statute 
books.  A  campaign  of  education  among  public  men  and  the  people  has  not  only 
impressed  the  former  with  the  justice  of  the  moral  and  legal  objections  made 
to  measures  proposed  to  their  consideration,  but  with  the  determination  of  pur- 
pose exhibited  by  a  vast  body  of  citizens,  who  know  their  rights  and  mean  to 
maintain  them,  while  the  widespread  publication  of  the  arguments  and  pro- 
ceedings against  the  bills  here  discussed  has  helped  in  the  establishment  of  an 
abiding  and  sound  public  opinion  upon  industrial  subjects. 

THE   NECESSITY   OF   ORGANIZED   LEGISLATIVE  DEFENSE. 

Public  men,  like  others,  follow  easily  the  line  of  least  resistance.  Our  official 
life  is  what  we  make  it.  The  servants  of  the  citizens'  choosing  can  either  be 
impressed  with  your  interest  and  your  insistence  upon  a  just  performance  of 
the  high  duties  imposed  upon  them,  or  they  can  be  made  weak  and  cynical  in 
the  face  of  insistent  class  demands  backed  by  threats  of  political  injury.  If 
the  business  men  of  the  country  are  indifferent  or  apathetic  in  the  face  of  the 
vital  problems  presented  in  the  legislative  bodies,  affecting  as  they  do  in  the 
highest  degree  the  most  intimate  personal  and  property  rights  in  industry,  they 
must  endure  without  complaint  the  serious  burdens  that  class  legislation  un- 
opposed will  surely  place  upon  all  forms  of  commerce  and  production. 

All  that  we  have  represented  has  asked  for  no  laws  in  its  favor,  but  only  that 
rights  shall  be  equally  protected  and  opportunity  equally  preserved  for  alL  The 
demands  made  by  organized  labor  upon  Congress  have  contained  nothing  in 
the  interest  of  citizens  generally  or  for  the  advancement  of  either  morality, 
religion  or  industry.  Reduced  to  their  last  analysis,  they  are  all  efforts  to 
secure  special  privileges  within  the  law,  that  they  may  irresponsibly  and  un- 
punishably  attack  the  rights  of  all  laboring  men  who  do  not  belong  to  their 
organization,  or  all  employers  who  do  not  accede  to  their  industrial  demands, 
seeking  at  the  same  time  to  wrest  from  the  employer  compensation  for  acci- 
dents of  every  character,  no  matter  under  what  conditions  they  occur  and 
without  regard  to  their  own  responsibility  therefor. 

No  way  has  yet  been  devised  to  meet  organization  except  by  counter  organisa- 
tion. Industrial  and  legislative  tendencies  based  upon  wrong  principles  and 
practices  can  only  be  met  by  organizing  to  sustain  sound  industrial  principles 
and  right  practices,  based  upon  a  careful  and  fair  regard  for  the  rights  of 
others  that  we  may  justly  expect  recognition  and  protection  for  our  own  equal 
right  The  legislative  exhibit  here  presented  should  make  every  business  man 
realize  that  unopposed  demands  for  legislation  can  place  him  by  law  In  a  pod- 
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tion  where  neither  strikes  nor  boycotts  could  ever  force  him.  He  can  give  or- 
ganized expression  to  the  public  servant  of  his  appreciation  of  his  rights  and 
his  determination  to  fairly  maintain  them,  or  he  can  remain  silent  and  indiffer- 
ent, while  in  the  ear  of  the  legislator  sounds  the  never-ceasing  and  aggressive 
clamor  of  determined  and  threatening  class  interest. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  the  interruption  I  desire  to  make  at 
this  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  Before  you  proceed,  Mr.  McCarter,  there  is  one 

foint  that  is  somewhat  confused  in  my  mind,  and  concerning  which 
want  to  inquire  of  Mr.  Emery.  There  has  been  mentioned  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  an  effort 
with  respect  to  the  Tariff  Commission.  There  was  organized  some- 
where, at  some  time,  what  was  known  as  the  National  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Association,  was  there  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  want  to  know  what  connection  it  has  or  had 
with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  would  like,  Senator,  to  explain.  My  relation  with  it 
was  not  intimate,  but  I  am  more  or  less  familiar  with  the  movement. 
The  Senator  has  read  from  the  proceedings,  I  believe,  of  1907.  I 
know  that  after  I  became  secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Asso- 
ciation I  attended  the  conventions.  I  think  I  attended  all  of  thfl 
conventions  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  if  I 
remember  rightly,  the  proceedings  will  disclose  a  continuous  discus- 
sion of  the  subject  relating  to  the  establishment  of  a  tariff  commis- 
sion. It  was  argued  pro  and  con  on  the  floor,  and  the  sentiment  for 
such  a  commission  grew  overwhelmingly  strong,  and  finally  in  1908, 
as  I  remember — some  time  along  there — I  know  Mr.  Van  Cleave  sent 
out  an  appeal,  first  to  the  members,  to  get  an  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  subject  of  their  approval  or  disapproval  of  a  tariff  commission,  the 
idea  which  had  been  proposed.  I  think  Mr.  Miles  was  the  mover  of 
the  original  proposition,  and  I  know  that  there  was  an  overwhelming 
response  from  the  membership  favorable  to  the  tariff  commission  idea. 

Thereafter  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  in  consultation  with  other  organizations, 
called  a  convention  which  met  in  Indianapolis,  in  February,  1909,  I 
believe  it  was,  and  at  that  convention,  which  I  attended  as  a  spectar- 
tor,  a  committee  of  one  hundred  was  appointed.  To  this  convention, 
which  represented  associations  and  organizations  from  all  over  the 
United  States,  I  know  men  came  from  north,  south,  east  and  west. 
This  committee  of  one  hundred  was  appointed,  and  this  committee 
formulated  the  plan  of  organization  that  resulted  in  the  so-called 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

The  first  session  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  general  com- 
mittee of  one  hundred — a  small  committee  appointed  for  the  prac- 
tical purposes  of  organization — was  held  in  Washington  in  the  latter 
part  of  March  or  April.    I  remember  the  committee  being  here. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  year? 

Mr.  Emery.  1909.  I  am  giving  you  hearsay  evidence,  Senator. 
Much  of  this  is  not  my  personal  information,  but  I  know  the  facte. 
Different  associations  which  composed  the  National  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Association  made  contributions  after  its  organization,  on  appeal, 
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to  support  the  propaganda  for  a  tariff  commission.  A  secretary  and 
president  were  elected 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  were  they? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  secretary  of  the  committee  of  one  hundred,  if  I 
remember  rightly,  was  a  Mr.  Goetsinger.  I  think  he  was  the  secre- 
tary of  the  National  Millers'  Association.  After  the  permanent  or- 
fanization  was  established,  a  Mr.  Willis  was  appointed  secretary,  and 
Ir.  Henry  Towne,  president  of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New 
York,  was  either  chairman  of  that  committee  of  one  hundred,  or  the 
first  president  of  this  National  Tariff  Commission  Association.  He 
was  succeeded  by  Mr.  Cobb  of  Boston.  This  commission  opened  per- 
manent headquarters  in  New  York,  and  they  are  there  now,  in  the 
Woolworth  Building. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  John  C.  Cobb,  of  Boston? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  John  C.  Cobb,  of  Boston.  This  com- 
mittee, and  then  this  organization,  engaged  in  an  active  propaganda 
for  a  tariff  commission,  and  I  know  it  very  ardently  supported  Sen- 
ator Beveridge's  bill  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  its  membership  confined  to  the  members 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no,  indeed.  The  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers was  merely  one  of  the  two  hundred-odd  associations  which 
joined  it;  but  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  I  know, 
took  perhaps  the  leading  part  in  calling  the  convention  out  of  which 
this  Tariff  Commission  Association  resulted. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  called  the  convention? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  At  Indianapolis? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  that  convention  confined  to  members  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  indeed;  it  included  representatives  of  almost 
every  commercial  and  industrial  organization  in  the  United  States; 
boards  of  trade  and  chambers  of  commerce,  manufacturers'  associa- 
tions, different  industrial  organizations  in  the  various  crafts,  and 
so  on. 

Senator  Cummins.  Have  you  had  anything  to  do  with  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association? 

Mr.  Emery.  Nothing  whatever,  except  to  take  a  sympathetic  inter- 
est as  an  individual,  because  I  believed  in  the  thing  itself;  but  I  had 
no  financial  connection 

Senator  Cummins.  You  were  never  employed  by  the  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  you  ever  appear  before  any  committee  of 
Congress  to  argue  or  discuss  the  proposition? 

Mr.  Emery.  No.  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  you  ever  attempt  in  any  way— I  am  speak- 
ing now  of  your  individual  efforts — to  influence  legislation  upon  that 
subject? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Cobb? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  is  he? 
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Mr.  Emery.  John  Cobb?  I  believe  he  is  a  real  estate  man  in 
Boston ;  a  member  of  a  firm. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  is  the  president  of  the  National  Tariff  Com- 
mission Association.  I  know  him  very  well;  because  I  have  seen  a 
good  deal  of  him  in  Washington. 

Then  your  general  statement  is  that  the  National  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Association  came  about  through  the  call  of  the  president  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  but  that  after  the  call  was 
made  and  the  convention  met,  the  Manufacturers'  association  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  only  relation  I  had  to  it  was  this,  Senator.  After 
the  Indianapolis  convention  I  know  a  great  variety  of  opinions  was 
expressed  among  the  members  about  how  to  formulate  the  proposition 
for  a  tariff  commission.  I  believe  President  Taft  had  made  a  state- 
ment to  the  effect  that  the  basis  of  a  protective  policy  should  be  the 
difference  between  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad 

Senator  Cummins.  You  do  not  attribute  to  Mr.  Taft  the  author- 
ship of  that  idea,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no,  indeed,  sir;  only,  in  the  President's  various 
messages  I  know  that  the  subject  was  frequently  referred  to. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  may  recall  that  that  principle  was  announced 
in  the  State  of  Iowa  quite  a  number  of  years  ago. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir.  I  know  of  the  active  interest  of  Senator 
Cummins  in  that  principle. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  not  speaking  of  that;  but  it  was  announced 
in  the  Republican  platform  in  1908. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  Chicago. 

Senator  Cummins.  At  Chicago. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  can  attribute  the  authorship  to  me.  I 
may  say  that  I  was  on  the  committee  on  resolutions  ana  those  were 
my  very  words,  but  something  was  added  that  spoiled  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  wouldbe  sorry  to  withdraw  from  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Minnesota  any  credit  to  which  he  is  entitled, 
and  he  is  entitled  to  a  great  deal,  but  I  think  the  idea  was  prevalent 
even  previous  to  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  that  was  the  first  time  it  was  incorporated  in 
our  platform. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  true. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  curious  to  know  what  was  added  that  spoiled 
the  original  proposition. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  the  words  "  reasonable  profit "  were 
added,  much  to  my  disappointment.  I  was  on  the  subcommittee  that 
framed  the  platform. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  simply  used  the  term  in  relating  in  substance  the 
conversations  which  I  heard  on  the  matter,  and  they  wanted 

Senator  Cummins.  What  I  want  to  know  is  whether  there  was  any 
connection  between  the  activities  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  or  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  and 
the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

Mr.  Emery.  There  was  no  more  relation  between  the  National  Coun- 
cil for  Industrial  Defense  and  that  subject  than  there  is  between  it  and 
the  establishment  of  a  railroad-rate  bill,  except  this;  and  this  is  where 
I  want  to  make  my  personal  explanation.    Of  course  Mx^^x^^ft*^. 
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and  other  gentlemen  who  were  frequently  in  Washington  always 
came  to  my  office,  made  my  office  their  headquarters,  and  invited 
others  there ;  for  instance,  Mr.  Miles,  who  was  chairman  of  the  tariff 
committee  of  the  National  Manufacturers'  Association,  and  was  also 
chairman,  I  think,  of  the  executive  committee  of  this  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association.  These  gentlemen  conferred  sometimes  at 
the  hotel,  and  sometimes  came  to  my  office  and  conferred  there.  I 
did  not  participate  in  their  conferences,  but  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and 
others  asked  me  several  times  about  the  draft  of  the  bill  that  would 
express  their  tariff  commission  idea,  and  I  discussed  it  with  them,  and 
I  remember  they  asked  me  once  if  I  could  draft  a  bill.  I  declined 
to  undertake  the  task  because  I  was  not  sufficiently  familiar  with  it. 
As  I  say,  they  used  my  office  for  headquarters,  and  many  of  their 
discussions  were  held  there.  I  left  Washington  in  May,  1909,  when 
this  discussion  in  regard  to  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Associa- 
tion and  the  revision  of  the  Payne- Aldrich  tariff  bill  was  at  its 
height,  and  went  to  the  Pacific  coast,  and  was  out  there,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  a  brief  return  to  Dayton,  Ohio,  on  business,  from  May  to 
September,  1909.  During  that  time  the  discussion  of  the  Payne- 
Aldrich  bill  went  on,  and  they  passed  that  tariff  bill. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  know  that  long  before  the  special  session 
of  Congress  of  1909,  in  fact  years  before,  there  had  been  at  least  three 
bills  introduced  in  the  Senate  proposing  to  create  a  tariff  commission, 
one  by  Mr.  La  Follette,  one  by  Mr.  Beveridge,  and  I  think  another 
by  my  late  colleague,  Mr.  Dolfiver. 

Mr.  Emery,  I  was  not  familiar  with  that,  Senator.  I  had  no  re- 
lation to  the  matter,  and  it  did  not  interest  me  enough  to  be  familiar 
with  the  details. 

Senator  Cummins,  That  is  all;  I  simply  wanted  to  get  my  mind 
clear  on  that  point. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  wanted  to  explain  that  my  office  was  used  as  head- 
quarters for  all  these  meetings,  and  some  of  the  first  literature  that 
was  sent  out  was  sent  out  from  No.  610  Union  Trust  Building,  by 
Mr.  Miles.  I  was  in  Los  Angeles,  I  remember,  when  I  first  saw  some 
of  that  literature,  and  I  telegraphed  Mr.  Miles,  and  wrote  Mr.  Kirby, 
the  president  of  the  association,  protesting  against  their  sending  out 
from  my  office  the  literature  relating  to  the  tariff  commission  matters, 
because  it  was  liable  to  be  misunderstood,  and  I  had  always  insisted 
on  keeping  our  activities  distinct  from  the  activities  of  that  associa- 
tion. 

Senator  Waush.  Apparently,  then,  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association  was  a  child  or  product  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  practically  the  same  as  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Well,  only  in  a  sense ;  there  has  been  no  such  intimacy 
of  relationship 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  speaking  of  the  origin? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Both  of  them  apparently  arose  from  discussions 
in  the  annual  meetings  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
and  in  both  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  took  the  ini- 
tiative ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Took  a  prominent  part. 

S*T    '  -  Walsh.  Took  the  initiative? 
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Mr.  Emery.  Well,  they  took  the  initiative  at  that  convention  at 
Indianapolis. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  calling  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  But  of  course  the  tariff  commission  discussion  had 
been  going  on  for  a  long  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  it  was  the  same  way  with  the  National  Coun- 
cil for  Industrial  Defense ;  however  prevalent  the  idea  had  been  that 
such  a  thing  ought  to  be  established,  it  grew  out  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
brought  them  together. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  this 
call  for  the  New  York  meeting,  which  is  Emery  Exhibit  No.  26,  it 
simply  asks  whether  they  would  be  willing  to  send  three  delegates  to 
the  meeting.  Of  course,  responses  having  been  received  to  this  letter, 
a  subsequent  letter  must  have  been  sent  out.    Have  you  that  letter? 

Mr.  Emery.  No.  Undoubtedly  Mr.  Schwedtman  has  the  one  which 
called  the  meeting.  I  do  not  think  it  was  anything  more  than  that 
the  meeting  would  be  held  on  such  a  date,  and  they  were  requested 
to  attend. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  the  suggestion  here  was  that  three  dele- 
gates be  sent  to  that  meeting,  the  aggregate  of  all  the  delegates  to 
constitute  a  council. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  sir.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  you  will  recollect 
that  the  minutes  snow  that  each  association  that  was  present  was 
represented  by  three  delegates. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  observe  that.  These  delegates,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  never  did  assemble  except  at  those  four  conferences  you  have 
told  us  about  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  have  never  assembled  since  then  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  delegates  were  simply  to  attend  the  meeting  for 
the  purpose  of  organizing  the  council. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  the  original  plan  was  that  these  delegates, 
three  from  each  association,  should  constitute  a  council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  idea  was  to  get  three  delegates  from  every  asso- 
ciation that  they  could,  to  discuss  the  formation  of  a  council.  They 
did  not  know  the  form  that  it  would  eventually  take. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  plan  outlined  is  this : 

Will  you  appoint  a  committee  of  three  with  power  to  act,  to  represent  your 
organization  in  a  council  consisting  of  three  representatives  of  each  federated 
organization? 

Those  three  representatives  of  each  association  never  did  assemble 
except  on  these  tour  occasions  to  which  you  have  invited  our  atten- 
tion? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Walsh.  Which  might  be  considered  as  one  conference,  the 
last  meeting  being  held  in  January,  1908;  and  there  has  bean  no 
meeting  of  those  councilmen  since  that  time,  has  there? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  there  has  not,  Senator  Walsh.  But  in  explana- 
tion, permit  me  to  say  that  the  original  plan,  I  understand,  if  you 
call  it  such,  was  completely  abandoned  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sions, because  they  found  it  would  not  work,  and  the  debates  and  dis- 
cussions, of  which  you  have  possession,  show  that  fully;  that  they 
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met  for  the  purpose  of  forming:  an  organization  of  this  kind,  and 
when  they  found  one  plan  would  not  work  they  discussed  another, 
and  the  ultimate  form  the  thing  assumed  simply  grew  out  of  this 
conference  discussion,  and  that  last  shape  was  the  one  to  which  every- 
body agreed. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  try,  then,  to  get  from  you  what  we  can  as 
to  what  kind  of  an  organization  was  effected.  Apparently  when  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  died,  you,  the  hired  man  of  the  industrial  association,  its 
counsel,  Mr.  Bird,  the  hired  man  of  the  council,  its  general  manager, 
and  Mr.  Schwedtman,  the  hired  man  of  the  council,  its  secretary, 
elected  a  successor,  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  observe  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  that  it 
is  proposed  as  one  of  the  purposes  of  your  council,  that  you  should 
assist  interstate  business  organizations  in  the  prosecution  in  every 
part  of  the  country  of  labor  organizations  which  violate  interstate 
and  antitrust  acts.  Apparently  it  was  your  purpose  to  prosecute 
labor  organizations  which  should  violate  the  Sherman  antitrust  act 

Mr.  Emery.  That  was  a  very  broad  statement  made  by  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  of  what  he  conceived  such  an  organization  couid  do.  He 
drew  it  on  the  broadest  possible  scale  in  the  statement  of  his  appeal. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  no  purpose,  apparently,  to  prosecute  any 
other  organizations  that  should  violate  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act.  % 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  will  observe  this  was  not  Mr.  Emery's  pur- 
pose, but  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  purpose. 

Senator  Walsh.  As  outlined  in  the  letter. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  answer  for  all  Mr.  Van  Cleave?s  purposes. 
I  can  tell  you 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  undertake  to  carry  on  any  prosecutions 
for  violations  of  the  Sherman  antitrust  act  by  any  persons  or  corpo- 
rations other  than  labor  organizations? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  undertake  to  carry  on  any  prosecutions  for 
violations  by  anybody,  labor  organizations  or  anybody  else.  That 
was  only  the  scheme 

Senator  Walsh.  I  observe  in  the  resolutions  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  at  one  of  your  annual  meetings,  it  was 
agreed  to  finance  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Mr.  Emery.  You  mean  in  the  resolutions  read  from  the  proceed- 
ings. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  I  heard  some  statement  there;  I  did  not  quite 
catch  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  to  what  extent  did  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  finance  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Ete- 
fense? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  exacted  the  pledge  which  it  gave  at  the  meeting  of 
April  28 

Senator  Nelson.  You  mean  January  28. 

Mr.  Emery.  January  28,  to  pay  $500  a  month  for  one  year;  the 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  doing  the  same.  After  that,  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  advanced  moneys  to  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  how  much  I  can  not  say 
because  I  am  not  at  all  familiar  with  the  books;  but  I  know  it  did 
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advance  some,  and  I  know  also  that  the  National  Council  for  In- 
dustrial Defense  paid  back  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers every  cent  which  it  received. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  the  National  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense,  or  its  executive  officers,  having  certain  work  to  do,  got 
the  approval  of  the  National  Association  or  Manufacturers,  if  they 
did  not  have  the  money,  and  went  on  and  did  it;  that  is,  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  supplied  the  money  to  meet  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  case,  and  then  subsequently,  when  it  was  in  funds,  drew  on 
the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir;  from  the  contributions  that  had  been  raised 
for  its  support.  At  that  point,  if  you  will  permit  me,  as  a  further 
history  01  the  association  I  would  like  to  show  this  joint  statement 
issued  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently,  then,  the  National  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense  became  something  in  the  nature  of  an  arm  af  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  for  the  accomplishment  of 
a  certain  line  of  work? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  As  I  have  stated  repeatedly  and  I  think  you 
will  find  it  in  my  testimony  already  given,  and  Senator  Reed  read  it 
a  moment  ago — it  was  my^conception  of  it  then,  as  it  is  now,  that  the 
council  was  a  standing  committee.  As  its  counsel  I  expressed  my 
opinion  of  the  organization.  I  expressed  it  in  my  report  to  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers ;  and  my  opinion  iormed  then, 
as  its  counsel,  I  express  now,  and  I  have  never  changed  that  view. 
This  is  the  view  I  possessed  when  I  went  into  its  employment,  and 
it  is  the  view  of  which  I  remained  possessed,  and  when  you  ask  me 
for  my  conclusion  I  can  only  give  you  exactly  what  my  idea  has 
always  been. 

Senator  Reei>.  In  this  connection,  and  because  I  think  it  throws 
light  on  the  question  of  just  what  this  organization  is,  I  want  to  read 
a  little  further  from  this  report  of  the  thirteenth  annual  convention, 
the  convention  of  1908,  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
I  will  now  read  from  Mr.  Emery's  report. 

Mr.  Emery.  This  is  for  what  year? 

Senator  Reed.  1908.  This  will  be  found  at  page  293,  at  the  bottom 
of  the  page.  There  is  a  discussion  of  legislation.  It  is  the  report 
I  put  in  a  moment  ago,  but  to  this  part  I  call  the  particular  atten- 
tion of  the  committee: 

Our  just  efforts  to  secure  protection  from  legislation  not  merely  unfair  and 
unjust  to  the  great  interests  represented  in  our  associations,  but  to  the  per- 
sonal and  property  rights  of  the  American  citizen  in  industry,  have  been  suc- 
cessful as  they  deserved  to  be.  Not  one  of  the  measures  called  to  the  attention 
of  our  members  and  which  need  but  to  be  known  to  be  shunned,  has  reached 
the  statute  books. 

You  were  pretty  successful  that  year,  Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  I  thought  1  had  a  right  to  be. 

Senator  Keei>.  I  only  read  from  that  because  it  is  referred  to  in 
what  I  am  about  to  read. 

I  now  call  attention  to  the  president's  address,  found  in  the  same 
book  at  page  295,  the  president  at  that  time  being  Mr.  Van  Cleave  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  : 

The  President.  I  trust  you  will  let  me  explain  as  briefly  as  possible  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Following  the  instruction  of  the  convention  last  year  I  called  a  meeting  of 
representatives  of  a  number  of  various  organizations  here  at  the  Waldorf- 
Astoria  and  after  several  meetings  we  finally  succeeded  in  getting  a  simple 
working  plan.  We  realized  the  undesirability  of  multiplied  associations,  and 
we  finally  adopted  the  plan  that,  working  under  the  auspices  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  we  would  ask  of  these  various  organizations,  both 
national  and  State,  and  of  the  local  boards  of  trade  and  associations  of  busi- 
ness men  to  authorize  this  council  movement,  which  we  designated  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  to  authorize  us  to  represent  them.  The  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  becomes  primarily,  but  not  fully,  the  financial 
representative.  We  have  asked  no  specified  sum  of  money  .from  anyone.  We 
have  asked  no  association  to  obligate  itself,  but  all  business  men  know  that  it 
costs  money  to  run  such  movements,  and  when  we  asked  the  association  mem- 
bership for  money  I  am  glad  to  say  to  you  that  it  was  generously  given.  When 
we  must  have  money  in  the  future,  we  will  ask  you  for  it  in  the  same  way,  and 
if  you  do  not  give  it  to  us,  we  can  not  go  on,  and  we  will  take  it  as  a  disap- 
proval of  the  work  that  we  are  trying  to  do. 

This  is  the  report  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers: 

I  accepted  the  chairmanship  of  this  National  Council  of  Industrial  Defense, 
and  the  council  has  no  other  officials.  Full  power  was  given  to  me  by  those 
present  to  employ  such  assistance  as  we  might  need  from  time  to  time,  and  I 
am  glad  here  to  reiterate  what  Mr.  Emery  has  said  to  you,  that  I  think  we  have 
exerted  some  power  in  Washington  during  this  session. 

A  little  later  on  in  this  report- 


Senator  Cummins.  Just  a  moment  there.  That  is  in  exact  accord 
with  the  resolutions  that  had  been  passed  in  January,  1908.  By  the 
terms  of  that  resolution  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  made  the  sole  officer. 
There  was  no  secretary  or  treasurer  provided  for  in  the  resolution,  or 
any  other  officer. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.    This  at  least  is  in  harmony  with  that. 

A  little  later  on  in  the  report,  after  stating  that  they  now  had 
gotten  a  number  of  subscribers  or  signers  or  members,  the  report 
reads : 

We  want  somebody  at  Washington,  and  sometimes  in  your  State  capitals,  to 
investigate  the  legislation  against  the  interests  of  the  business  of  the  country. 
I  hope  you  will  take  this  statement  home  with  you,  and  I  make  the  appeal  to 
you  in  your  own  interest,  not  in  mine,  because  I  have  no  more  interest  than  you 
have  in  it,  and  perhaps  not  as  much.  In  your  own  Interest  I  ask  you  to  think 
about  it  in  that  light. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  pamphlet  offered  by  the  witness  will  be  in- 
troduced in  evidence  and  marked  '  Emery  Exhibit  No.  27.'  I  invite 
attention  to  the  heading. 

(The  pamphlet  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  27. 

AMERICAN    ANTIBOYCOTT    ASSOCIATION,    AND    NATIONAL    COUNCIL    FOR    INDUSTRIAL 
A    JOINT    STA'IEMENT    ISSUED   BY    THE   NATIONAL   ASSOCIATION    OF    MANUFACTURERS, 
DEFENSE. 

This  statement  is  issued  because  of  confusion  and  misapprehension  frequently 
arising  as  to  the  objects,  functions,  and  character  of  work  carried  on  by  the 
respective  organizations  above  named,  and  with  a  view  to  making  perfectly 
clear  to  all  interested  persons  the  special  work  of  each  and  the  actual  relation- 
ship between  the  three  organizations. 

(Issued  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  80  Church  St,  New 
) 
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First.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  is  an  incorporated  asso- 
ciation having  for  its  objects  the  general  advancement  of  the  interests  of  the 
manufacturers  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Nation  as  a  whole;  the  scope  of 
its  operations  is  therefore  broad  and  varied,  its  revenues  being  derived  from 
the  dues  of  its  members. 

Second.  The  American  Anti-Boycott  Association  was  formed  for  the  specific 
purpose  of  providing  an  organized  medium  for  the  systematic  interpretation, 
enforcement,  and  preservation  of  the  law  against  boycotting,  picketing,  sym- 
pathetic and  other  unlawful  strikes.  This  involves  the  conduct  of  labor  litiga- 
tion, in  behalf  of  its  members,  to  protect  their  rights  and  to  develop  the  law, 
and  the  maintenance  of  counsel  permanently  at  Washington  to  resist  new 
legislation  designed  to  destroy  legal  protection  to  American  business  men  in 
their  right  to  carry  on  business. 

The  celebrated  Danbury  Hatters'  and  Buck's  Stove  &  Range  Company  cases, 
and  proceedings  for  contempt  of  court  against  Gompers,  Morrison,  and  Mitchell, 
may  be  cited  to  show  the  importance  of  the  work  of  the  association  and  results 
accomplished.  The  legal  expenses  of  these  cases  as  well  as  others  have  been 
and  are  borne  solely  by  this  association.  In  officers,  membership  and  finances 
it  is  separate  and  distinct  from  the  other  two  associations.  Its  revenues  are 
derived  from  contributions  and  membership  dues  of  manufacturers-  and  other 
business  men  who  comprehend  and  appreciate  the  value  and  importance  of 
its  work. 

Third.  The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  was  established  by  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  as  a  separate  and  specific  medium 
through  which  constant,  watchful  attention  might  be  given  to  the  matter  of 
vicious  class  legislation  which  is  ever  being  urged  in  the  Federal  Congress  by 
organized  labor.  The  headquarters  of  its  general  counsel  are  located  in  Wash- 
ington, and  its  constituency  comprises  at  the  present  time  253  National,  State, 
and  local  organizations,  for  which  it  is  the  authorized  Washington  repre- 
sentative in  matters  pertaining  to  legislation  of  the  character  described,  the 
council  organizations  systematically  cooperate  in  opposition  to  vicious  class 
legislation  presented  to  the  Federal  and  State  legislatures.  Its  revenues  are 
derived  solely  from  contributions  from  those  who  appreciate  the  necessity  for 
such  an  institution  and  the  value  of  its  work  to  the  American  public. 

While  these  three  organizations  are  financially  independent  of  each  other, 
they  work  in  perfect  harmony  and  accord  in  their  respective  fields  to  effect  a 
complete .  system  for  the  preservation  of  industrial  liberty.  Unitedly  and 
uncompromisingly  these  associations  stand  for  the  continued  development  and 
industrial  progress  of  the  Nation,  possible  only  through  the  perpetuation  of 
laws  which  operate  with  equal  force  for  and  against  all  citizens  irrespective  of 
classes.  Therefore  your  obligation  toward  this  highly  important  work  can  not 
be  wholly  discharged  by  giving  support  to  one  and  withholding  it  from  the 
others. 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers: 

J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President. 

A.  Parker  Nevin,  General  Counsel. 

The  American  Anti-Boycott  Association: 

Charles  H.  Merritt,  Chairman. 
Daniel-Davenport,  General  Counsel. 

National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense: 

J.  Kirby.  Jr.,  Chairman. 

James  A.  Emery,  General  Counsel. 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  May  1, 1911. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  membership  of  the  council  as  it  grew  and 
developed  became  largely  independent  of  and  dissociated  from  the 
membership  of  the  association,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir.  The  associations  composing  the  council  were 
all  over  the  country,  all  kinds  of  associations;  commercial  bodies, 
manufacturers'  associations,  builders'  exchanges,  employers'  associa- 
tions, some  national  and  some  local,  some  State  organizations.  Any 
organization  that  was  interested  in  the  objects  of  the  council  could 
become  a  member  of  it. 
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Senator  Reed.  They  did  that  by  signing  the  little  paper  that  you 
introduced  the  other  day.  stating  that  they  were  in  harmony  with 
this  resolution? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  the  way  they  became  members? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  it  was  not  necessary  to  pay  anything? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir.  If  they  wished  to  do  so,  that  was  their  con- 
tribution. 

Mr.  McCarter.  How  soon  was  it,  if  you  know — and  if  you  do  not 
know  I  can  prove  it  by  some  one  else — that  the  council  became  self- 
supporting  and  did  not  need  to  lean  on  either  the  New  York  asso- 
ciation of  which  you  were  secretary,  the  name  of  which  I  have  for 
the  moment  forgotten,  or  the  national  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  1909,  in  the  spring.  I  think  it  began  in  the  spring 
of  1909,  and  summer. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  that  financial  power  that  was  derived  was 
from  independent  contributions  by  the  contributing  members  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Following  out  for  a  moment  the  cue  suggested  by 
Senator  Cummins,  and  varying  from  my  plan  a  little,  was  it  this 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association  that  employed  Mr.  Watson? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  One  moment.    What  is  that  question  ? 

(The  question  was  repeated  by  the  stenographer  as  above  re- 
corded.) 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  very  leading,  and  I  do  not  think  you 
ought  to  have  asked  it  in  that  way ;  but  the  question  has  been  asked 
and  answered. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  has  developed  about  the  tariff  commission. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  simply  wanted  to  show  it,  to  prevent  confusion. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  nature  of  the  objection  is  that  you  have  as- 
sumed that  he  has  so  testified.  You  say,  "Was  it  this  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association  that  employed  Mr.  Watson?"  Has  the 
witness  testified  that  Mr.  Watson  was  employed  by  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association? 

Mr.  McCarter.  No  sir;  but  it  appears  in  this  record,  Senator 
Walsh,  that  a  check  of  $500  was  given  by  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Miles, 
and  that  Mr.  Miles  gave  it  to  Mr.  Watson,  in  April,  1909,  I  think  it 
was,  and  that  Mr.  Watson  then  became  employed  by  someone.  As  the 
committee  sees,  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  get  the  names  of  all  these 
different  bodies,  and  I  thought  perhaps  it  was  not  clear  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  it  is  not  difficult  to  avoid  assuming  that  he 
was  emploved  by  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

Senator  Kelson.  The  matter  of  leading  questions  is  a  discretionary 
matter 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  object  to  the  leading  question,  but  what 
I  object  to  is  that  the  question  assumes  that  this  witness  has  testified 
that  Mr.  Watson  had  been  emploved  by  the  National  Tariff  Com- 
mission Association.     I  was  surprised 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  did  not  mean  to  make  that  assumption.  I  did 
not  think  the  question  meant  that. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  am  interested  first  in  knowing  whether  this  man 
was  present  at  the  time  Mr.  Watson  was  employed,  and  then  I  am 
interested  in  having  the  conversation,  and  not  the  conclusion  of  the 
witness. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  will  first  develop  if  that  is  the  fact. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Emery,  do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Watson 
was  employed  either  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
or  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Senator  Reed.  You  can  ask  that,  of  course. 

Mr.  Emery.  Employed  by  either? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  I  do. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  he  employed  by  either? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  not  employed  by  either  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  employment  by 
this  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  of  which  you  spoke? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  wras  informed  by  him  and  by  officers  of  that  associa- 
tion that  he  had  been  employed  by  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  state  that  you  were  informed  both  by  him 
and  by  the  officers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  am  sorry  I  took  it  out  of  your  hands,  Mr. 
McCarter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  wefe  quite  right.  Senator  Nelson.  It  is  all 
right. 

Senator  Walsh.  As  I  understand  you  now,  we  gather  that  Mr. 
Watson  was  employed  by  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Asso- 
caton  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  so  informed  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  the  officers  of  that  association  so  informed 
you? 

Mr.  Emery.  Some  of  them  did,  yes  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  are  we  to  gather  from  your  statement  that 
he  was  not  employed  by  either  of  the  associations  mentioned  in  the 
question  of  Senator  Nelson,  either  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers or  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  say  positively  for  the  National  Council  of  In- 
dustrial Defense.  I  can  give  you  my  information  on  the  other.  My 
information  would  be  this,  Senator,  that  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  was  a  contributing  member  of  the  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand. 

Mr.  Emery.  And  as  such,  in  that  way  it  contributed  to  the  payment 
for  Mr.  Watson's  services,  together  with  all  other  associations.  That 
is  as  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  was  simply  one  of  the  constituent  members  of 
the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  his  employment  came  from,  and  his  work  was 
done  for,  that  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Walsh.  But  his  employment  did  not  come  from,  and  he 
did  no  work  for,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  or  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  except,  as  I  have  said,  indirectly.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  other  association  they  were  interested  in  the  result  of  his 
employment. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  fully  understand  that.  Can  you  tell  us  where 
he  got  his  pay? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  got  it  from  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Asso- 
ciation. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  he  never  got  any  compensation,  so  far  as 
you  know,  from  either  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  or 
from  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  books.  I  am  only  telling 
you — and  I  will  do  it  as  fully  as  you  wish  me  to — what  my  informa- 
tion is  from  others. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  we  want  the  information  you  got 
from  others. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  simply  know  what  J  was  told  by  the  officers  of  the 
association. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  actually  saw  $500  checks,  from  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  indorsed  by  him? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  would  surprise  you  to  learn  that  anything  of 
the  kind  had  been  introduced  in  evidence? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Why  does  it  not  occasion  any  surprise,  then,  when 
you  assert  that  he  was  never  employed  by  them  or  paid  by  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  Well,  I  heard  of  the  payment  of  those  checks,  and  if 
you  ask  for  an  explanation  of  that— — 

Senator  Reed.  We  do  not  care  for  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Senator  asked  me  why  I  was  not  surprised. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  he  ought  to  be  permitted  to  answer. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  secretary  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association  of 
New  York,  who,  as  I  understand,  handled  the  books  of  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  for  Mr.  Towne,  its  president,  who 
was  also  president  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association  of  New  York, 
told  me  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  contributed 
a  thousand  dollars  for  their  organization,  and  that  their  books  showed 
that  the  payment  to  Mr.  Watson  was  credited  to  the  National  Asso- 
ciation or  Manufacturers  as  a  contribution  to  Mr.  Watson  in  pay- 
ment for  part  of  his  services. 

Senator  Walsh.  Really,  then,  as  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Watson 
being  in  the  employ  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association, 
and  they  being  indebted  to  him  for  salary  or  otherwise,  and  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  being  a  bounden  contributor 
to  the  National  Tariff  Commission,  the  secretary  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  instead  of  making  his  contribution 
to  the  treasury  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  paid 
that  by  making  a  check  to  Watson  directly  from  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers? 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  as  to  all  the  parties  concerned — I 
mean,  who  made  the  payment. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  the  way  you  understand  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  the  way  I  understand  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  the  statement  given  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  the  statement  given  to  me;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  Mr.  Mead  a  bookkeeper? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  understood  Mr.  Mead  had  charge  of  Mr.  Towne's 
books.  Precisely  whether  he  was  an  officer  of  the  association,  or 
was  simply  informed 

Senator  Walsh.  Would  you  accept  a  statement  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  would. 

Senator  Walsh.  Would  you  accept  a  statement  of  that  kind  from 
business  men  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Certainly  I  would,  under  the  explanation  fully  given 
to  me  by  Mr.  Mead. 

Senator  Walsh.  Another  question 

Mr.  Emery.  I  want  you  to  understand  that  I  am  simply  relating 
what  was  stated  to  me.    The  actual  facts  I  know  nothing  about. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  simply  asking  that  because  it  seemed  ex- 
traordinary  

Mr.  Emery.  Your  committee  can  subpoena  Mr.  Mead. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.  You  do  know,  however,  about  his  having 
been  employed  by  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  do  you  know  about  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  simply  know  that  he  told  me  he  was  employed  by 
them;  and  the  officers  of  the  association,  Mr.  Mead  and  Mr.  Towne 
and  others,  have  told  me  that  they  employed  Mr.  Watson  to  repre- 
sent them  in  that  matter,  and  they  paid  him.  How  much  they  paid 
him  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  that,  as  I  understand  you,  so  far  as  you  know 
anything  about  the  matter,  subsequent  to  the  termination  of  Mr. 
Watson^  service  as  a  Member  of  Congress  on  the  4th  of  March, 
1900,  his  activities  were  thereafter  confined,  during  the  special  session 
while  he  was  here  in  Washington,  to  services  in  promoting  the  pur- 
poses of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know,  sir,  all  the  service  that  he  performed. 
I  simply  know  that  he  was  employed  by  them.  What  otner  service 
he  performed  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  do  not  know  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  service  he  performed  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Sir? 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  performed  during 
that  extra  session,  any  services  other  than  in  connection  with  the 
promotion  of  the  idea  of  a  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  of  any  other  employment  he 
had. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  particular  activity  in  connection  with  legis- 
lation were  you  then  engaged  in? 

Mr.  Emery.  None,  sir.    I  was  not  here. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  were  not  here  ? 
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Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  were  not  here  at  all  during  that  session  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say  I  left  here  in  May.  I  can  not  be  sure  when  the 
session  was  called,  out  I  think  it  was  called  in  April,  1909. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes,  in  April. 

Mr.  Emery.  And  I  left  here  in  May  and  was  gone  until 

Mr.  McCarter.  September. 

Mr.  Emery.  Some  time  in  October. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  that  you  really,  then,  as  I  understand  you, 
do  not  know  just  how  extensive  a  field  Mr.  Watson's  activities  dur- 
ing that  extra  session  did  cover? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  I  am  simply  relating  his  relations  with  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association  as  I  know  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  heard  read  all — you  were  here  during 
the  reading  of  all — of  the  Watson  letters  and  the  Mulhall  letters? 

Mr.  Emery.  Most  of  them,  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  not  recall,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  Mr. 
Watson  was  interested  in  many  features  of  the  pending  tariff 
measure,  other  than  the  tariff  commission  idea  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  may  be,  sir,  but  I  did  not  know  anything  about 
that. 

Senator  Walsh.  No,  but 

Mr.  Emery.  And  there  may  have  been  letters  read  here — of  course 
1  was  paying  special  attention  to  the  letters  that  interested  me,  and 
Mr.  Watson's  activities  in  some  other  direction  did  not  interest  me. 

Senator  WAusn.  Do  you  not  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  he  was 
generally  engaged  in  legislative  activities  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  on  the  contrary,  I  do  not  think  he  was,  and 
so  far  as  I  know,  he  was  not 

Senator  Walsh.  And  nothing  in  the  letters  has  led  you  to  be- 
lieve otherwise? 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  Mulhall  letters? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  ves;  I  heard  Mulhall 

Senator  Walsh.  No,  I  am  not  talking  about  Mulhall. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  I  mean  the  Mulhall  Tetters. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  speaking  about  Watson's  letters. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  you  had  better  show  him  the  letters, 
Senator.  I  do  not  believe  he  can  remember  4,000  letters  that  have 
been  offered  here. 

Senator  Walsh.  No,  but 

Mr.  Emery.  I  remember  references  in  Mulhall's  letters,  perhaps 
better  than  I  do  those  in  Watson's. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  disregard  the  Mulhall  letters,  now. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  recall.  There  were  several  afternoons  when 
I  was  not  here,  Senator,  and  I  may  not  have  read  them  all.  I  want 
you  to  understand  that  I  desire  to  answer  just  as  frankly  as  I  can. 
and  to  absolute  knowledge — my  own  knowledge — I  never  heard  or 
Mr.  Watson  being  employed  in  connection  with  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  or  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  De- 
fense; and  he  never  was  employed  by  either  of  those  bodies,  to  my 
knowledge,  either  during  that  session  or  at  any  other  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  Nor,  so  far  as  you  know,  did  he  do  any  work  for 
them,  as  I  understood  you  a  while  ago. 
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Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir ;  no  work  for  them.  I  do  not  know  what  you 
would  understand  by-  that  term.  It  is  a  very  loose  term.  I  would 
not  want  to  be  bound  by  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  you  knew  the  general  character  of  the 
work  that  he  was  doing  for  the  promotion  of  the  tariff  commission 
idea? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  knew  in  a  general  way  what  he  was  doing.  I 
knew  he  was  employed  on  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  not  any  general  knowledge,  nor  have 
you  now  any  general  information,  of  his  doing  any  work  of  a  similar 
character  in  connection  with  the  legislative  activities  of  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  have  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  Very  well. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  a  few  questions  about  this  matter, 
since  you  have  gone  into  it. 

You  were  present  when  the  arrangement  was  made  for  securing 
Mr.  Watson's  services? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir,  I  was  not. 

Senator  Reed.  All  that  you  know  about  his  employment,  or  the 
terms  or  conditions  of  it,  is  purely  hearsay? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  either  from  him  or  from  other  officers. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  About  the  terms.  Senator,  I  know  nothing. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  You  do  not  know  how  much  money  he  was 
to  be  paid? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  who  was  to  pay  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  who  did  pay  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Well,  I  must  answer  that  with  the  qualification  that  I 
know  from  what  I  have  been  told,  and  what  I  believe.    I  did  not 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  talking  about  what  you  know,  as  distinguished 
from  hearsay  evidence. 
.    Mr.  Emery.  Much  of  our  knowledge  is  based  on  faith. 

Senator  Reed.  Much  of  it  is  not  based  on  faith,  and  that  is  what 
I  am  trying  to  get.  I  want  to  distinguish  now  in  your  examination 
between  that  and  your  statement  of  these  things  of  your  own  knowl- 
edge. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  who  did  pay  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  except  as  I  have  been  informed. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  what  I  am  talking  about,  your  own  knowl- 
edge. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.    I  was  not  present. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  Mr.  Watson  at  any  time  do  any  work  from  your 
office  or  the  office  in  which  you  were  located? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Watson  has  written  letters  in  my  office.  I  do  not 
lmow  about  what. 

Senator  Reed.  After  he  went  out  of  Congress? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  frequently  in  your  office? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  think  he  was  in  my  office  a  number  of  times. 

920a— vol  4—13 53 


8848      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

* 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  he  was  not  there  only  a  number  of  times,  but 
he  made  it  his  headquarters,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Reed.  And  did  he  not  write  numerous  letters  from  that 
place? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  told  you,  Senator,  that  I  do  not  want  to  be  mis- 
understood. Mr.  Watson  may  have  written  letters  in  my  office 
when  I  was  not  there,  when  I  was  on  the  Pacific  coast;  and  while  it 
was  the  temporary  headquarters  of  the  manufacturers  who  were  the 
executive  committee  working  on  this  national  tariff  commission  bill, 
when  they  were  employed  mere,  doubtless  he  went  there  and  made 
use  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  used  the  stenographers  in  the  office  ? 

Mr.  McCairter.  How  does  he  know,  Senator?  He  was  on  the 
Pacific  coast.  You  say  you  want  facts — what  he  knows  of  his  own 
knowledge.  How  can  Mr.  Emery  say  what  Watson  did,  when  Emery 
was  at  Los  Angeles  ? 

Senator  Reed.  He  has  just  said  that  he  doubtless  was  there. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  he  was  there. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  been  talking  all  the  time  about  what  was 
done  when  Emery  was  there. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Watson  wrote  letters  in  my  office. 

Senator  Reed.  While  you  were  there  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  while  you  did  know? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  used  the  stenographer  in  that  office,  did  he 
not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  My  question  was  directed  to  that 

Mr.  Emery  (continuing).  As  a  matter  of  courtesy. 

Senator  Reed.  As  a  matter  of  courtesy?  Well,  he  used  the  stenog- 
rapher a  great  deal  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  not  a  great  deal.     I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  now,  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Wat- 
son's employment,  which  you  say  you  understand  was  from  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  organization 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Mr.  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman  was  the  sec- 
retary of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  he  was  not.  He  was  the  secretary  to  the 
president  of  that  association. 

Senator  Reed.  Secretary  to  the  president  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  There  is  also  a  secretary  to  the  association,  you 
understand. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time,  namely  on  April  24,  1909,  the  presi- 
dent of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  was  Mr.  Vaiji 
Cleave  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Schwedtman  was  the  secretary  to  Mr.  Van 
Cleave? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  The  president  of  the  National  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense 

Mr.  Emery.  The  chairman. 

Senator  Reed.  The  chairman  of  the  National  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense  was  Mr.  Van  Cleave? 

Mr.  Emebt.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Schwedtman  was  the  secretary 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Secretary  to  the  chairman  of  the  National  Council 
for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  the  secretary  of  the  council. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  the  secretary  of  the  council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  the  chairman  of  the  tariff  commission? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  not  sure.  I  think  it  was  either  Mr.  Towne  or 
Mr.  Cobb. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  the  secretary  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  not  sure  who  was  its  secretary  at  that  time.    I 

know  Mr.  Willis  became  secretary,  but  just  who  was  secretary  then 
I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  not  the  chairman  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  You  stated  yesterday,  if  I  recall 
aright,  that  while  the  National  Manufacturers'  Association,  during 
the  first  year  of  the  existence  of  the  national  council,  that  is  from 
January  28  on,  subscribed  and  paid  $500  a  month,  its  financial  sup- 
port of  that  character  ended  at  the  end  of  that  year  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is,  substantially,  Senator;  I  think  just  about 
that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  About  that  time. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  know  that  it  began  to  be  self-supporting  in  the 
spring  of  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  also  stated  a  moment  ago,  and  you  now 
reiterate,  that  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  became  a 
self-supporting  organization  about  one  year  after  the  meeting  of 
January  28,  1908. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  said  it  began  to  be,  some  time  in  the  spring  of  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Now  I  wish  you  would  look  at  C  1  and  C  2, 
and  see  if  they  are  not  two  payments,  of  $500  each,  to  Mr.  James  E. 
Watson  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  for  some 

purpose  ? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examination).  Yes,  they  are  apparently  checks 
drawn  to  his  order  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
and  signed  by  the  secretary  to  the  president. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  look  at  the  back  of  them  and  see  if  that  is  not 
James  E.  Watson's  signature — the  indorsement  on  the  back  of  each?. 

Mr.  Emery.  Apparently  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  You  are  also  familiar  with  Mr.  Ferd  C  Schwedt- 
man's  handwriting? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  Look  at  C  3  and  see  if  that  is  not  the  receipt  of  Mr. 
Schwedtman  for  two  $500  drafts  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Watson  for  tariff 
work  ? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examination).  Yes,  it  so  reads. 

Senator  Reed.  So  far,  then,  as  these  papers  show  upon  their  face, 
regardless  of  who  employed  Mr.  Watson  or  how  much  he  was  to  be 
paid,  it  does  appear  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
paid  him  directlv  at  least  $1,000? 

Mr.  Emery,  ^fes,  it  so  appears  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  do  you  know,  from  your  familiarity  with  the 
business  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  whether  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  frequently  paia  the  bills  of 
the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  and  paid  them  directly? 

Mr.  Emery.  During  the  period  you  first  referred  to,  that  would  be 
the  condition,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  But  after  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  I  could  not  say. 

Senator  Reed.  There  was  an  organization  in  St.  Louis  known  as 
some  citizens'  organization. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis,  yes, 
sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  Citizens"  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis 
was  organized  about  when? 

Mr.  Emery.  About  1903, 1  think. 

Senator  Reed.  And  it  was  the  association  which  took  the  leading 
part  in  calling  the  meeting  which  resulted  in  the  appointment  of  the 
committee  of  one  hundred,  which  later  appointed  an  executive  com- 
mittee which  took  charge  of  pushing  the  tariff  commission  plans  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  If  it  did,  Senator,  this  is  the  first  time  I  ever  heard 
of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  not  heard  read  here  numerous  letters  from 
Mr.  Schwedtman  about  that  meeting,  and  about  the  speakers  they 
were  to  have,  and  the  great  efforts  that  were  being  made  through 
Mulhall  and  others  to  get  speakers  to  go  to  Indianapolis  to  attend 
the  meeting  that  was  to  be  held  there,  and  which  finally  resulted  in 
the  creation  of  the  committee  of  one  hundred? 

Mr.  Emery.  Of  the  tariff  commission  movement  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  no,  sir ;  I  think  the  Senator  must  be  entirely  in 
error.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis  had  no  more 
to  do  with  the  tariff  commission  movement  than  I  had,  and  the  meet- 
ing to  which  you  refer  was  one  of  its  regular  winter  lectures.  It  had 
fa  lyceum  bureau,  a  lecture  course,  for  four  or  five  years. 

Senator  Reed.  No,  I  am  not  referring  to  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  You  refer  to  the  meeting  at  which  Mr.  Sherman  and 
Mr.  Fassett  and  Mr.  Watson  were  guests? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  specially  referring  to  the  guests;  but  is 
it  not  a  fact  that  the  Citizens  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis  was 
very  active  in  the  matter  of  the  meeting  which  finally  resulted  in  the 
creation  of  the  committee  of  one  hundred? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  news  to  me  if  it  was.    I  never  heard  of  it  before. 

Senator  Reed.  And  was  not  Mr.  Schwedtman  actively  interested 
in  that? 
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Mr.  Emery.  Oh.  undoubtedly;  as  secretary  to  the  president  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  Now  Mr.  Schwedtman.  as  secretary 
to  the  president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  was 
Aery  active  in  calling  that  meeting  which  created  the  committee  of 
one  hundred? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why  certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  In  fact,  Mr.  Schwedtman  was  pretty  nearly  the 
whole  thing  down  there  at  Indianapolis,  in  the  matter  of  getting  it 
together,  working  it  up,  and  doing  the  correspondence,  and  so  forth! 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  carrying  out  the  instructions  of  his  chief, 
Mr.  Van  Cleave,  president  of  the  National  Association  cf  Manufac- 
turers. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  the  meeting  in  Indianapolis  was  really 
propagated  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  worked  out  through  the  activ- 
ities of  Mr.  Schwredtman? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  the  same  sense  that  your  secretary  would  write 
letters  at  your  dictation  or  request,  and  carry  on  something  in  which 
you  were  interested. 

Senator  Reed.  Exactly.  In  other  words,  if  T  wanted  to  do  some- 
thing I  would  tell  my  secretary  what  to  do,  and  he  would  proceed  to 
do  it. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  what  was  being  done  down  there? 

Mr.  Emery.  With  reference  to  the  meeting  at  Indianapolis? 

Senator  Reed.  The  result  of  that  meeting  at  which  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man was  really  the  general  manager,  and  at  which  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
was  the  leading  spirit,  was  that  there  was  a  committee  of  one  hun- 
dred appointed  to  look  after  a  tariff  commission.  That  is  right, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  right.  Senator,  except  that  these  gentlemen  were 
not  the  only  moving  spirits.  It  grew  out  of  that  meeting,  and  these 
gentlemen  were  moving  spirits,  but  not  the  only  ones. 

Senator  Reed.  I  said  they  were  leading  spirits. 

Mr.  Emery.  There  were  other  individuals  who  worked  very  hard 
there  over  that,  because  I  know  there  was  a  great  deal  of  friction 

Senator  Reed.  But  many  of  the  leading  spirits  who  went  down 
there  were  members  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association,  or  were  con- 
nected with  the  Industrial  Council? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh.  no:  as  far  as  the  council  was  concerned,  I  do  not 
think  their  relation  to  it  had  anything  to  do  with  it.  I  know  there 
were  a  number  of  gentlemen  there  who  were  members  of  the  Manu- 
facturers' Association.  You  could  not  ^t  a  gathering  of  manu- 
facturers anywhere  in  America  which  would  not  have  in  it  members 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  But  this  meeting  originated,  or  gained  its  real  force, 
through  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  meeting  at  Indianapolis?  I  think  they  were  the 
moving  spirits. 

Senator  Reed.  They  got  up  the  meeting  for  the  purpose  of  propa- 
gating the  idea  of  a  tariff  board,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Emery.    Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  They  got  a  hundred  men  appointed  down  there, 
did  they  not? 
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Mr.  Emery.  That  is,  the  committee  of  ond  hundred. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.    That  is  right,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  say  they  got  them  appointed. 

Senator  Reed.  That  committee  was  appointed. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  was  the  freest  meeting  I  ever  saw.  There  were 
400  men  there,  who  had  all  kinds  of  opinions  about  everything. 

Senator  Reed.  The  committee  was  appointed? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  the  committee  of  one  hundred  appointed  an 
executive  committee? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  then  that  executive  committee  came  down  to 
Washington  and  went  right  straight  to  your  headquarters,  and  made 
their  headquarters  in  your  office,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  They  did  not  come  right  straight  to  my  headquarters. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  they  went  to  the  hotel  first,  but  we  are 
not  caviling  about  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  not  caviling  either,  Senator;  but  the  intimation 
that  these  gentlemen  came  to  my  headquarters,  and  made  it  their 
exclusive  headquarters,  is  entirely  without  foundation. 

Senator  Reed.  They  did  make  their  working  headquarters  at  your 
office,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  They  frequently  met  there,  but  not  often  while  I  was 
there.  After  I  went  away  the  office  was  practically  closed.  It  had  no 
function  to  perform  for  me,  but  Mr.  Van  Cleave  undoubtedly  used  it 
as  a  frequent  meeting  place. 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly;  and  Mr.  Kirby  was  on  this  tariff  com- 
mittee, was  he  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know.    Possibly. 

Senator.  Reed.  I  will  show  you  a  letterhead  of  the  tariff  committee 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  Was  that  the  same 
committee  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  was  an  entirely  different  thing. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  a  different  thing.  The  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufactures  had  a  tariff  committee? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  yes.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
has  30  standing  committees. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  that  the  same  as  the  committee  that  was 
appointed  by  the  committee  of  one  hundred? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no,  indeed. 

Senator  Reed.  Or  was  it  different? 

Mr.  Emery.  There  were  a  hundred  men  on  the  other  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  But  then  they  appointed  a  subcommittee? 

Mr.  Emery.  A  subcommittee  of  their  own. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  that  subcommittee  the  same  as  the  tariff  com- 
mittee of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  who  were  on  it? 

Senator  Reed,  Did  you  have  the  same  men  on  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  who  constituted  either,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  pass  over  that ;  but  the  fact  is  that  this  com- 
mittee of  one  hundred,  created  in  this  way,  appointed  a  subcom- 
mittee, which  subcommittee  came  to  Washington;  and  as  far  as  it 
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had  any  headquarters  it.  had  them  in  your  office,  as  far  as  you  know. 
Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  subcommittee? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  the  executive  committee  of  the  committee  of 
one  hundred. 

Mr.  Emery.  My  office  was  a  frequent  meeting  place  for  them,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  of  their  having  any  other  meoting 
place,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  yes,  indeed. 

Senator  Reed.  I  mean  a  meeting  place? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  know  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  mean  here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  They  had  a  room  over  in  the  Willard  Hotel, 
where  they  frequently  met. 

Senator  Reed.  These  gentlemen  were  some  of  them  stopping  at  the 
Willard  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  They  got  letters  written  from  your  office,  did  they 
not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  guess  they  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  undertake  to  say  that  the  employment  of 
Mr.  Watson  by  a  committee  created  in  that  way,  acting  in  conjunc- 
tion with  and  carrying  out  one  of  the  very  plans  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  was  any  different  in  spirit  or  purpose 
from  what  it  would  have  been  if  he  had  been  employed  by  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  to  do  the  very  same  service? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  said  that  Mr.  McCarter 
might  examine  this  witness,  but  the  very  moment  he  proposes  to  go 
on,  one  of  us  takes  up  the  examination,  and  the  result  is  that  he  has 
not  asked  the  witness  any  questions  this  morning,  substantially.  I 
myself  have  asked  questions  here.  I  think  we  ought  to  adhere  as 
closely  as  possible  to  our  original  plan,  and  let  this  cross-examina- 
tion come  in  afterwards. 

Senator  Reed.  May  I,  just  for  a  moment,  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
pleting what  I  have  been  dealing  with,  introduce  in  evidence  at  this 
time  the  letterhead  of  the  tariff  committee  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  and  also  the  letterhead  of  the  tariff  com- 
mission; the  first  being  the  tariff  committee  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  and  the  other  being  the  4  Executive  com- 
mittee of  the  general  committee  of  one  hundred  for  a  tariff  commis- 
sion representing  234  organizations  appointed  by  national  conven- 
tion in  Indianapolis,  Ina.,  February  16,  17  and  18,  1909.'  I  have 
read  what  it  says  at  the  top  of  the  letterhead.  The  letterheads  I  am 
using  were  produced  here  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers, or  by  Mr.  Mulhall  on  the  stand.  The  tariff  commission,  H.  E. 
Miles,  Racine,  Wis.,  chairman.  The  tariff  committee,  H.  E.  Miles, 
chairman,  Racine-Sattley  Company,  Racine,  Wis. 

The  second  name  on  the  tariff  commission  is  that  of  Henry  R. 
Towne.  of  New  York  City.  I  do  not  find  him  on  the  tariff  com- 
mittee. 
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The  third  name  is  that  of  Alba  B.  Johnson,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  I 
do  not  find  him  on  the  tariff  committee. 

The  fourth  name  is  that  of  D.  M.  Parry,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  I  do 
not  find  him  on  the  tariff  committee. 

The  fifth  name  on  the  tariff  commission  is  that  of  John  Kirby,  jr. 
I  find  his  as  the  third  name  on  the  tariff  committee. 

The  sixth  name  on  the  tariff  commission  is  that  of  Charles  M. 
Jarvis.     I  do  not  find  him  on  the  tariff  committee. 

The  seventh  name  on  the  tariff  commission  is  that  of  D.  A.  Tomp- 
kins, Charlotte,  N.  C,  and  he  is  the  last  man  on  the  tariff  committee. 

That  embraces  all  the  members  of  the  tariff  committee  except 
two,  Mr.  Mcintosh  and  Mr.  Ripley.  I  do  not  find  their  names  on 
the  tariff  commission.  The  tarin  commission  also  has  upon  it  James 
W.  Van  Cleave,  who  of  course  was  the  chairman. 

Mr.  Emery.  When  you  say  u  tariff  commission,"  which  one  do  you 
mean  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  tariff  commission  has  James  W.  Van  Cleave 
upon  it.  And  let  me  ask  you,  did  Mr.  Goetzmann  hold  any  position 
in  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  recognize  the  name. 

Senator  Reed.  G-o-e-t-z-m-a-n-n. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Henry  Harrison  Lewis,  was  he  a  member  of  the 
Manufacturers'  Association. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr.  Mr.  Goetzmann  was  secretary  of  the  first 
meeting  that  was  held  here  in  1909.  At  that  time  there  was  a  com- 
mittee of  one  hundred,  and  Mr.  Goetzmann  was  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  but  I  am  asking  if  he  was  connected  with  the 
Manufacturers'  Association  ? 

Mr.  Kirby.  No  sir,  not  in  any  way. 

Senator  Reed.  Or  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Mr.  Kirby.  No  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  the  fact  appears  to  be  that  the  chairman 
of  the  tariff  commission  was  the  chairman  of  the  tariff  committee  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Tariff  Commission  Association,  you  mean,  do  you 
not.  Senator,  when  you  say  wt  tariff  commission  "? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  and  a  majority  in  fact  all  but  two,  of  the  tariff 
committee  were  on  the  tariff  commission,  and  a  majority  of  the  tariff 
commission  was  composed  of  the  officers  of  your  Manufacturers* 
Association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Not  mine.  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association.  I  now 
introduce  those  two  letter  heads. 

The  first  letter  head  marked  "  Emery  Exhibit  27  "  is  as  follows : 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  28. 

Tariff  committer. — IT.  F.  Miles,  chairman.  Racine-Sattley  Co.,  Racine.  Wis. 
J.  G.  Battelle.  Columbus  Iron  &  Steel  Co..  Columbus,  Ohio. 
John  Kirby,  jr.,  Dayton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Dayton,  Ohio. 
J.  E.  Mcintosh,  Mcintosh,  Seymour  &  Co.,  Auburn,  N.  Y. 
D.  M.  Tarry.  Parry  Manufacturing  Co.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
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Daniel  C.  Itipley,  United  States  Glass  Co.,  Pittsburgh.  Pa. 
D.  A.  Tompkins,  D.  A.  Tompkins  Co..  Charlotte,  N.  C. 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  New  York,  N.  Y.  Office  of  the  chair- 
man. Itacine,  Wis. 

The  .second  letterhead,  marked  u  Emery  Exhibit  28,v  is  as  follows: 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  29. 

Executive  committee  of  the  general  committee  of  one  hundred  for  a  tariff 
commission,  representing  234  organizations,  appointed  by  national  convention 
held  in  Indianapolis,  Indiana.  February  10,  17,  and  18,  1909. 

H.  E.  Miles,  Racine.  Wis..  Washington,.  D.  C,  chairman. 

Henry  R.  Towne,  New  York  City,  treasurer. 

Alba  B.  Johnson.  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

I).   M.  Parry,   Indianai>olis,  Ind. 

John  Kirby,  jr.,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

(.'has.  M.  Jarvis,  New  Britain.  Conn. 

I).  A.  Tompkins,  Charlotte,  N.  C. 

W.  A.  Harris,  Lawrence,  Kans. 

Curl  is  Guild,  jr.,  Boston.  Mass. 

James  W.  Van  Cleave.  St.  Tiouis,  Mo.  (ex  officio). 

A.  L.  Goetzmann,  secretary. 

Henry  Harrison   Lewis,  executive  secretary. 

Washington  office.  010  Union  Trust  Building,  Washington.  I).  C. 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  Ave  pass  this  subject- 


Mr.  Emery.  Will  you  pardon  me  just  a  moment?  I  simply  want 
to  understand  my  own  position  in  the  matter. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  are  simply  postponing  Mr.  McCarter's 
examination. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  want  to  make  myself  clear,  if  you  will  permit  me, 
Senntor.  I  understood  from  the  Senator's  inquiry  to  me  that  he 
wanted  to  know  whether  I  thought  the  fact  that  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  advanced  this  money  did  not  indicate  to 
me  that  they  w-ere  really  the  employers  of  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  No:  I  did  not  ask  vou  that.  I  asked  vou  if  these 
drafts  did  not  indicate  that  at  least  $1,000  had  been  paid  to  Mr.  Wat- 
son bv  this  association,  and  vou  said  yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Emerv,  before  you  went  to  California  in  the 
spring,  I  assume  that  you  were  informed  by  Mr.  Watson  and  by  the 
officers  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  of  his  employ- 
ment bv  that  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  officer  was  it  who  thus  told  you  of  the  em- 
ployment of  Mr.  Watson? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  distinctly  tell  you.  I  know  Mr.  Watson 
told  me,  and  perhaps  I  heard  it  from  twTo  or  three  different  sources. 
I  was  in  constant  talk  with  these  gentlemen — met  them  every  day. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  other  words,  Mr.  Miller  and  Mr.  Towne 

Mr.  Emery.  Do  you  mean  Mr.  Miles? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Towne  were  both  here, 
were  they? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  both  officers  of  the  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  Do  you  mean  of  the  Manufacturers^  Association? 

Senator  Walsh.  No;  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  they  were. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  invite  your  attention,  then,  to  this  letter, 
written  by  Mr.  Watson,  under  date  of  August  4,  1909,  to  Col. 
Mulhall,  as  follows: 

(No.  2974.) 

I  do  not  think  that  either  Mr.  Miller  or  Mr.  Towne — 

That  is  really  Mr.  Miles — 

will  be  willing  to  pay  me  anything  for  what  I  did  in  Washington.  We  did 
not  succeed  in  the  thing  that  was  closest  to  their  heart  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
they  are  so  cranky  with  respect  to  it  that  they  will  not  concede  me  even  a 
little  credit  for  having  had  anything  at  all  to  do  with  it 

It  is  quite  true  that  this  whole  thing  was  in  fine  shape  until  Taft  made 
his  free-trade  speech,  which  rubbed  the  hair  of  the  old-time  protectionist  the 
wrong  way,  but  Mr.  Miles  expected  me  to  control  the  Speaker  and  all  the  old- 
time  fellows  regardless  of  these  conditions,  and  of  course  I  could  not  make 
good. 

In  view  of  this  letter  of  Mr.  Watson,  in  which  he  says  he  does 
not  think  either  Mr.  Miles  or  Mr.  Towne  will  pay  him  anything 
for  the  work  that  he  did,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  tnat  he  was  paid 
$1,000  by  the  Manufacturers'  Association  in  the  preceding  April, 
what  have  you  to  say  now,  Mr.  Emery,  as  to  Mr.  Watson  having 
told  you  that  Mr.  Miles  or  Mr.  Towne  actually  did  employ  him  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  Mr.  Watson  told  me,  or  Mr. 
Miles  or  Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  know  who  the  individuals  were.  I 
only  mean  to  sa%y  that  I  understood  Mr.  Watson  was  employed,  and 
my  best  recollection  was  that  he  told  me  that  he  had  been  employed. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understood  you  to  say  so. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  I  do  not  know  who  the  individuals  were. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Miles  was  chairman  of  the  tariff  commission! 

Mr.  Emery.  He  was  chairman  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  was  chairman  of  the  National  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  he  was  here  in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  he  was  in  Washington. 

Senator  Walsh.  Naturally  he  would  be  the  man  to  employ  him, 
if  he  was  employed  by  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association! 

Mr.  Emery.  W hy,  this  whole  committee  was  here,  50  or  60  men,  or 
100 — I  do  not  know  how  many.  This  whole  committee  of  100  was 
down  here,  and  they  were  holding  meetings  and  perfecting  their 
organization. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  we  would  not  expect  the  whole  100 
would  gather  together,  you  know,  and  employ  Mr.  Watson! 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no.  I  mean  by  that  that  I  understood  him  to  be 
in  conference  with  them.    I  knew  these  meetings  were  going  on. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand.  I  am  simply  directing  your  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  if  any  gentleman  connected  with  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  would  be  likely  to  be  employing  Mr. 
Watson,  it  would  be  Miles,  would  it  not,  in  your  judgment! 

Mr.  Emery.  It  would  be  quite  likely,  yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  Mr.  Watson  says  here  that  he  does  not  think 
either  Mr.  Miles  or  Mr.  Towne  will  pay  him  for  anything  he  did. 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  to  what  that  refers,  Senator.  I  do  not 
know  to  what  that  letter  refers.  It  may  be  some  other  service,  but  I 
do  not  know. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  service  that  he  was 
doing  during  that  session  of  Congress,,  that  would  call  for  any  com- 
pensation from  Mr.  Miles  or  Mr.  Towne? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  only  service  of  which  I  had  any  knowledge  was 
the  belief  that  he  was  employed  by  the  Tariff  Commission  Associa- 
tion. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  knew  also,  did  you  not,  that  he  was  trying  to 
get  Mr.  Schwedtman  appointed  on  this  tariff  commission  subse- 
quently ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes ;  I  knew  he  was  a  candidate. 

Senator  Cummins.  There  was  no  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  on  the  tariff  board,  which  seems  to  have 
been  regarded  as  the  outcome  of  this  effort. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  it  was 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  understand,  in  that  connection,  that 
Mr.  Watson  was  working  for  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Asso- 
ciation in  the  effort  to  have  Mr.  Schwedtman  appointed  a  member  of 
this  tariff  board,  did  you? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  understand  that  Mr.  Schwedtman 
was  the  candidate  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association, 
did  you? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  not  understand  that  he  was  the  candidate 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers — at  least  of  the  execu- 
tive officers  of  that  association — and  that  whatever  Watson  was  doing 
in  favor  of  Mr.  Schwedtman  in  that  connection  he  was  doing  as  a 
representative  and  the  paid  agent  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  I  had  any  understanding  about  it.  I 
do  not  know  much  about  the  details  of  that.  I  have  only  a  very 
vague  impression  of  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Whom  did  you  understand  Mr.  Watson  was  rep- 
resenting in  his  effort  to  secure  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Schwedtman 
as  a  member  of  that  board;  or  did  you  understand  that  he  was  doing 
it  out  of  his  sense  of  the  fitness  of  IVtr.  Schwedtman  for  the  particular 
place,  and  his  high  regard  for  him  personally  or  otherwise? 

Mr.  EaiERY.  I  really  do  not  know  anything  about  that  part  of  it, 
nor  have  I  much  knowledge  of  it.  I  know  personally  I  would  be 
very  glad  to  see*  Mr.  Schwedtman  appointed,  because  he  was  my 
friend  and  I  had  a  very  high  regard  for  his  ability. 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  it  looks,  does  it  not,  as  if  Mr.  Watson  was 
at  work  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  endeavor- 
ing to  get  Mr.  Schwedtman  appointed  en  that  board? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Schwedtman  was  indorsed,  I  know,  by  a  number 
of  organizations.  I  supposed  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers had  indorsed  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  endeavoring  to  direct  your  attention  to  Mr. 
Watson. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  about  him.     If  you  ^vyb^Vj  ^w&j^^ss^ 
opinion  about  it,  as  to  what  Mr.  Watson  &\&  SX,  iot^  wo\^  ^^^^^ 
(hat;  but  I  do  not  know.    I  did  not  come  m  cOT&»fc\,  ^YCcv^svkv* 
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Senator  Reed.  You  said  something  some  tinlc  back  about  Mr.  Wat- 
son having  been  paid  $500  by  the  tariff  committee? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  guess  I  said  it.     I  spoke  of  it  this  morning. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  about  $500  that  was  paid  to  Mr.  Watson  by 
the  tariff  committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  this  matter,  Mr.  Reed.  Mr.  Mulhall  testi- 
fied he  gave  the  money  to  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Miles  paid  Mr.  Watson 
the  $500.     That  is  the  state  of  the  case. 

Senator  Reed.  But  I  understand  what  he,  too,  testified.  I  am  ask- 
ing the  witness  what  it  was,  if  anything,  that  he  said  about  knowing 
of  $500 — or  having  heard  of  $500^-being  paid  to  Mr.  Watson  by  the 
committee  representing  this  committee  of  one  hundred. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  was  I  who  made  that  statement  this  morning. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  asking  the  witness. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  make  any  reference  to  any  such  sum  or  any 
such  circumstances. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  vou  learn  that  he  had  been  retained  bv  the  com- 
mittee  representing  the  committee  of  one  hundred? 

Mr.  Emery.  As  I  said,  I  think  Mr.  Watson  told  me.  I  am  not 
so  sure  of  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  tell  you  he  had  been  paid  $500?  • 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  I  do  not  remember  any  amount  being  mentioned, 
but  that  he  was  employed. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  tell  you  that  he  was  employed? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  my  best  recollection. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  vou  learn  from  him  or  from  anvbodv  else  that 

•  •  • 

at  about  that  time  he  was  paid  a  sum  of  money? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  I  have  no  recollection  about  any  payments  to 
him  or  about  anyone  referring  to  payments.  I  merely  knew  he  was 
employed:  and  I  sav  that  information  came  to  me  from  probably 
half  a  dozen  sources,  in  conversation  with  the  officers.  I  think  he 
told  me  that ;  but  as  to  how  much  he  was  paid  I  do  not  know,  except 
what  I  have  heard  this  morning. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Directing  your  attention  for  a  moment  to  the 
origin  of  the  movement  for  the  Tariff  Commission,  do  you  recall  the 
activity  of  Mr.  Riesenberg? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  he  a  member  of  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  part  did  he  play  in  that  thing? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Riesenberg  was  a  citizen  of  Indianapolis,  and  I 
believe  a  friend  and  political  associate  of  Senator  Beveridge,  and  he 
was  very  active,  as  I  remember,  in  promoting  the  meeting  at  Indian- 
apolis. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  his  activity,  so  far  as  you  are  aware,  dis- 
played prior  to  the  active  energy  and  energetic  action  of  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say.  I  know  he  was  very  active.  I  do 
not  remember  when  his  activities  began,  but  they  were  independent, 
I  know,  of  anv  activitv  of  ours. 

(Thereupon,  at  12  o'clock  m..  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until 
Monday,  August  11.  1913,  at  10  o'clock  n.  m.) 
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MONDAY,  AUGUST  11,   1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  0. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
Cummins. 

The  Chairman.  There  were  some  reflections  made  on  the  Governor 
of  Ohio  by  a  man  by  the  name  of  Marshall,  in  Dayton,  Ohio,  in  one 
of  the  letters  produced  here  by  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  before  me  this 
letter  from  Mr.  Marshall  which  I  will  read  into  the  record : 

Dayton,  Ohio,  August  7,  1918. 
Senate  Lobby  Investigating  Committee, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Gentlemen  :  I  Inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  letter  addressed  to  Gov.  James  M. 
Cox,  which  Is  self-explanatory. 

I  respectfully  request  that  it  be  made  a  part  of  the  record  of  your  investiga- 
tion in  conjunction  with  my  letter  to  Mr.  James  A.  Emery,  which  Martin  M. 
Mulhall  offered  as  part  of  his  testimony  in  the  investigation  which  you  are 
conducting. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be 

Yours  respectfully.  A.  C.  Marshall. 

The  letter  that  Mr.  Marshall  refers  to  is  as  follows : 

Dayton,  Ohio,  August  5,  1918. 
Gov.  James  A.  Cox. 

Columbus,  Ohio. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  v.m  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  2d  instant. 

In  declining  to  retract  my  letter  to  James  A.  Emery,  because  the  construction 
put  upon  it  is  unwarranted  by  the  text  and  contrary  to  my  intent  and  meaning, 
I  disclaim  desire  or  intention  to  impugn  your  motives  or  reflect  upon  your 
integrity  in  the  matter  of  the  purchase  of  a  site  for  the  Government  building. 

Your  statement  differs  from  reports  which  were  current  when  my  letter  to 
Mr.  Emery  was  written  mid  from  information  obtained  by  me  subsequent  to 
its  publication,  but  it  is  so  positive  in  its  terms,  so  circumstantial  in  detail, 
that  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  accept  it  as  a  settlement  of  disputed  points. 

As  you  are  advised  by  published  interviews  and  my  former  letter,  I  regret  the 
publication  of  the  letter  to  Mr.  Emery  and  the  misconstruction  placed  upon  it. 

I  had  no  information  then,  nor  do  I  possess  any  now,  with  reference  to  the 
selection  of  the  Government  building  site,  which  would  warrant  condemnation 
of  your  motives  or  official  action. 

You  are  at  liberty  to  make  this  letter  a  part  of  the  record  of  the  lobby 
investigation  committee,  in  conjunction  with  my  letter  to  James  A.   Emery 
which  is  now  a  part  of  the  record,  or  I  will  do  so  if  you  prefer. 
Yours  truly, 

A.  C.  Marshall. 

I  have  also  a  letter  from  Mr.  John  P.  Swasey,  of  Canton,  Me., 
wrhich  I  will  read  into  the  record. 
The  letter,  is  as  follows : 

John  P.  Swasey,  lawyer. 

Canton,  Me.,  August  6,  1913. 
Hon.  Lee  S.  Overman, 

Chairman  Senate  Lobby  Investigating  Committee, 

U.  S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Sir:  In  view  of  the  fact  that  my  name  has  been  mentioned  by 
Martin  M.  Mulhall  In  a  list  of  Members  and  former  Members  of  Congress  as 
being  easily  "  Influenced  "  in  the  interests  of  the  National  Manufacturers'  Asso- 
ciation, I  desire  to  state  that  I  never  saw  Mr.  Mulhall  that  I  am.  aw&re  <st. 
that  I  never  heard  of  him  until  the  beginning  of  his  \>t«Bet&  tc>\sr\<&j  <»  %»ft-  Ntofc. 
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Mr.  Emery.  As  the  existence  and  activities  of  the  council,  and  of 
this  office  in  particular,  became  known,  and  as  the  information  which 
it  distributed  with  respect  to  legislation  was  more  widely  sent  out, 
there  came  from  individual  business  men  and  manufacturers,  and 
from  these  various  associations,  inquiries  as  to  the  status  of  pend- 
ing legislation,  or  requests  for  copies  of  bills  pending  on  industrial 
matters,  and  as  these  grew  in  number  and  extent,  we  endeavored,as 
far  as  we  could,  to  supply  the  information  that  was  asked  for.  We 
took  no  part,  with  respect  to  promotion  or  opposition,  in  the  matters 
inquired  into,  but  did  undertake  to  give  an  intelligent  answer  as 
nearly  as  we  could  to  every  inquiry  that  was  made,  and  tried  to  sup- 
ply the  information  when  it  was  contained  in  a  public  document  or 
testimony  or  arguments. 

Mr.  McCarter.  These  inquiries  were  from  whom;  from  members? 

Mr.  Emery.  From  the  various  associations  composing  the  council, 
and  from  a  great  number  of  business  men. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  For  instance,  to  illustrate:  Since  the  eight-hour  bill 
passed,  there  has  been  an  almost  continuous  stream  of  inquiries  from 
various  business  men  and  concerns  as  to  whether  or  not,  in  our 
opinion,  this  or  that  contract  or  bid  which  the  Government  was 
offering  was  or  was  not  within  the  terms  of  the  eight-hour  law,  each 
inquiry  generally  accompanied  by  a  description  of  the  particular 
business  in  which  they  were  engaged,  and  the  character  or  the  con- 
tract upon  which  they  wished  to  bid. 

Of  course  we  have  endeavored  to  supply  information  with  respect 
to  all  the  opinions  rendered  by  the  Department  of  Justice  or  by 
the  various  law  officers  of  the  various  departments  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  contracts  which  they  were  offering. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Briefly,  what,  if  anything,  did  you  do  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  eight-hour  bill? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  appeared  in  1908,  in  January  of  that  year,  before  the 
House  Committee  on  Labor,  and  offered  witnesses  to  show  the  inex- 
pediency of  the  legislation  there,  and  at  the  same  time  made  a 
request  to  argue  before  the  committee  the  ambiguous  and  indefinite 
features  of  the  bill,  as  well  as  the  principle  underneath  it,  which  we 
believed  to  be  invalid.    The  hearings  went  on  for  between  six  and 

ven  weeks,  and  during  that  time  we  produced  about  235  witnesses 
before  the  committee,  who  came  from  every  part  of  the  United 
States ;  some,  like  Mr.  McGregor,  for  instance,  of  the  Union  Iron 
Works  of  San  Francisco,  coming  from  that  city.  He  was  deeply 
interested  in  that,  because  they  had  built  some  battleships — and  some 
notable  ones — and  they  believed  they  were  unable  to  continue,  under 
the  conditions  fixed  by  that  bill,  to* bid  on  Government  work. 

These  witnesses  we  produced  represented  everv  type  of  industry 
in  the  United  States  that  did  business  with  the  Government,  and  it 
was  the  purpose  of  these  witnesses  to  show  the  conditions  under  which 
they  did  business,  and  the  inconvenience  and  embarrassment,  and 
indeed,  the  impossibility,  of  their  conducting  or  carrying  on  their 
own  business  with  the  Government  under  the  conditions  fixed  by  the 
eight-hour  law. 

Our  argument,  briefly,  was  that  they 

Senator  Cummins.  To  what  particular  bill  are  you  now  referring! 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  am  referring  to  what  was  then  known  as  the  Gardner 
eight-hour  bill,  which  provided  that  a  stipulation  should  be  stated  in 
every  contract  made  by  the  Government,  requiring  that  no  mechanic 
or  laborer  should  be  permitted  or  required  to  work  more  than  eight 
hours  a  day  on  any  Government  work. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  asked  you  for  a  reference  to  the  bill.  I  am 
familiar  with  its  provisions. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  that  work  which  was  done — the  testimony  given 
and  arguments  made — reported,  Mr.  Efriery  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir ;  it  is  completely  reported  in  this  volume  [indi- 
cating]. This  contains  the  proceedings  before  the  House  committee. 
The  proceedings  before  the  Senate  committee  are  reported  in  another 
volume,  perhaps  a  little  larger. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Which  followed. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  bill  did  not  come  before  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  of  the  Senate,  did  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir ;  it  was  debated  before  the  Committee  on  Labor 
of  the  House  and  before  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  of 
the  Senate. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  do  any  more  than  go  before  the  commit- 
tees?    Did  you  talk  with  Senators  personally? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  the  work  that  you  did  on  this  eight-hour  bill 
typical  of  the  work  you  have  done  on  other  bills  which  we  have  gen- 
erally sought  to  characterize  as  labor  bills  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  think  so. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  will  not  go  into  further  details,  but  will  be  glad 
to  have  the  committee  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  As  I  understand,  then,  the  extent  of  your  activities 
was  the  publication  of  documents  and  literature,  seeing  Senators  per- 
sonally and  appearing  before  committees? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  with  respect  to  that  measure.  There  is  in  those 
bulletins  a  great  deal  of  literature  on  the  subject,  references  to  va- 
rious steps  in  the  progress  of  the  bill,  the  debates  on  it  and  so  forth, 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  order  to  keep  abreast  of  pending  legislation, 
both  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  any  so-called  labor  legislation,  and 
also  to  inform  your  members  in  response  to  their  inquiries,  as  you 
have  suggested,  did  you  keep  yourself  supplied  with  the  bills  as  they 
were  introduced? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  study  them  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  that  much  of  a  labor? 

Mr.  Emery.  A  very  large  labor.  These  bills  assumed  many  forms. 
For  instance,  while  the  eight-hour  bill  was  debated  in  this  form,  it 
was  introduced  in  I  should  say  perhaps  15  to  20  different  forms  in 
the  House  and  the  Senate;  and  that  was  equally  true  of  every  other 
bill  which  represented  the  principles  to  which  we  were  opposed,  or 
those  which  we  promoted.  The  legislative  expression  of  it  assumed  a 
great  variety  of  forms. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  there  introduced  an  eight-hour  law  govern- 
ing the  length  of  the  labor  day  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
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Mr.  Emery.  As  the  existence  and  activities  of  the  council,  and  of 
this  office  in  particular,  became  known,  and  as  the  information  which 
it  distributed  with  respect  to  legislation  was  more  widely  sent  out, 
there  came  from  individual  business  men  and  manufacturers,  and 
from  these  various  associations,  inquiries  as  to  the  status  of  pend- 
ing legislation,  or  requests  for  copies  of  bills  pending  on  industrial 
matters,  and  as  these  grew  in  number  and  extent,  we  endeavored-as 
far  as  we  could,  to  supply  the  information  that  was  asked  for.  We 
took  no  part,  with  respect  to  promotion  or  opposition,  in  the  matters 
inquired  into,  but  did  undertake  to  give  an  intelligent  answer  as 
nearly  as  we  could  to  every  inquiry  that  was  made,  and  tried  to  sup- 
ply the  information  when  it  was  contained  in  a  public  document  or 
testimony  or  arguments. 

Mr.  McCarter.  These  inquiries  were  from  whom;  from  members! 

Mr.  Emery.  From  the  various  associations  composing  the  council, 
and  from  a  great  number  of  business  men. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  For  instance,  to  illustrate:  Since  the  eight-hour  bill 
passed,  there  has  been  an  almost  continuous  stream  of  inquiries  from 
various  business  men  and  concerns  as  to  whether  or  not,  in  our 
opinion,  this  or  that  contract  or  bid  which  the  Government  was 
offering  was  or  was  not  within  the  terms  of  the  eight-hour  law,  each 
inquiry  generallv  accompanied  by  a  description  of  the  particular 
business  in  which  they  were  engaged,  and  the  character  01  the  con- 
tract upon  which  they  wished  to  bid. 

Of  course  we  have  endeavored  to  supply  information  with  respect 
to  all  the  opinions  rendered  by  the  Department  of  Justice  or  by 
the  various  law  officers  of  the  various  departments  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  contracts  which  thev  were  offering. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Briefly,  what,  if  anything,  did  you  do  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  eight-hour  bill? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  appeared  in  1908,  in  January  of  that  year,  before  the 
House  Committee  on  Labor,  and  offered  witnesses  to  show  the  inex- 
pediency of  the  legislation  there,  and  at  the  same  time  made  a 
request  to  argue  before  the  committee  the  ambiguous  and  indefinite 
features  of  the  bill,  as  well  as  the  principle  underneath  it,  which  we 
believed  to  be  invalid.    The  hearings  went  on  for  between  six  and 

fven  weeks,  and  during  that  time  we  produced  about  235  witnesses 
before  the  committee,  who  came  from  every  part  of  the  United 
States;  some,  like -Mr.  McGregor,  for  instance,  of  the  Union  Iron 
Works  of  San  Francisco,  coming  from  that  city.  He  was  deeply 
interested  in  that,  because  they  had  built  some  battleships — and  some 
notable  ones — and  they  believed  they  were  unable  to  continue,  under 
the  conditions  fixed  by  that  bill,  to' bid  on  Government  work. 

These  witnesses  we  produced  represented  everv  type  of  industry 
in  the  United  States  that  did  business  with  the  Government,  and  it 
was  the  purpose  of  these  witnesses  to  show  the  conditions  under  which 
they  did  business,  and  the  inconvenience  and  embarrassment,  and 
indeed,  the  impossibility,  of  their  conducting  or  carrying  on  their 
own  business  with  the  Government  under  the  conditions  fixed  by  the 
eight-hour  law. 

Our  argument,  briefly,  was  that  they 

Senator  Cummins.  To  what  particular  bill  are  you  now  referring! 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  am  referring  to  what  was  then  known  as  the  Gardner 
eight-hour  bill,  which  provided  that  a  stipulation  should  be  stated  in 
every  contract  made  by  the  Government,  requiring  that  no  mechanic 
or  laborer  should  be  permitted  or  required  to  work  more  than  eight 
hours  a  day  on  any  Government  work. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  asked  you  for  a  reference  to  the  bill.  I  am 
familiar  with  its  provisions. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  that  work  which  was  done — the  testimony  given 
and  arguments  made — reported,  Mr.  EYnery  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir;  it  is  completely  reported  in  this  volume  [indi- 
cating]. This  contains  the  proceedings  before  the  House  committee. 
The  proceedings  before  the  Senate  committee  are  reported  in  another 
vt>lume,  perhaps  a  little  larger. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Which  followed. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  bill  did  not  come  before  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  of  the  Senate,  did  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir;  it  was  debated  before  the  Committee  on  Labor 
of  the  House  and  before  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  of 
the  Senate. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  do  any  more  than  go  before  the  commit- 
tees?    Did  you  talk  with  Senators  personally? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  the  work  that  you  did  on  this  eight-hour  bill 
typical  of  the  work  you  have  done  on  other  bills  which  we  have  gen- 
erally sought  to  characterize  as  labor  bills? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  think  so. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  will  not  go  into  further  details,  but  will  be  glad 
to  have  the  committee  do  so. 

The  Chatrman.  As  I  understand,  then,  the  extent  of  your  activities 
was  the  publication  of  documents  and  literature,  seeing  Senators  per- 
sonally and  appearing  before  committees  ? 

Mr/  Emery.  Yes,  with  respect  to  that  measure.  There  is  in  those 
bulletins  a  great  deal  of  literature  on  the  subject,  references  to  va- 
rious steps  in  the  progress  of  the  bill,  the  debates  on  it  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  order  to  keep  abreast  of  pending  legislation, 
both  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  any  so-called  labor  legislation,  and 
also  to  inform  your  members  in  response  to  their  inquiries,  as  you 
have  suggested,  did  you  keep  yourself  supplied  with  the  bills  as  they 
were  introduced? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  study  them  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  that  much  of  a  labor? 

Mr.  Emery.  A  very  large  labor.  These  bills  assumed  many  forms. 
For  instance,  while  the  eight-hour  bill  was  debated  in  this  form,  it 
was  introduced  in  I  should  say  perhaps  15  to  20  different  forms  in 
the  House  and  the  Senate;  and  that  was  equally  true  of  every  other 
bill  which  represented  the  principles  to  which  wTe  were  opposed,  or 
those  which  we  promoted.  The  legislative  expression  of  it  assumed  a 
great  variety  of  forms. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  there  introduced  an  eight-hour  law  govern- 
ing the  length  of  the  labor  day  in  the  District  of  Col\\vefo\»A 
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Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  I  think  there  have  been  at  different  times  a 
number  of  bills  fixing  the  hours  of  labor  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  attitude  did  you  or  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers,  or  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense, 
take  on  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  have  never  taken  any. 

Mr.  McCarter.  There  was  only  one  bill,  the  bill  fixing  hours  of 
Government  work 

Mr.  Emery.  I  want  to  make  the  principle  distinct  from  any  other, 
because  that  is  the  basis  of  our  contest  against  it.  That  is  "the  bill 
fixing  the  hours  of  work  on  Government  contracts,  in  which  the 

Erovision  was  that  a  chattel  to  be  produced  by  the  Government  should 
ave  no  work  done  on  it  by  laborers  working  during  more  than  eight 
hours  in  any  one  calendar  day;  that  no  laborer  or  mechanic  should 
be  required  or  permitted  to  work  more  than  eight  hours  in  any  one 
calendar  day;  that  there  should  be  no  overtime  pay  for  overtime 
work ;  and  the  contractor  was  made  responsible  for  the  violations  by 
subcontractors,  indefinitely.  Not  even  any  department  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, not  even  a  department  of  justice,  has  ever  determined  the 
extent  to  which  the  contractor  is  liable  for  violations  by  his  sub- 
contractors; and  of  course  in  all  these  larger  contracts  there  is  an 
indefinite  number  of  subcontractors. 

I  should  say  that  we  were  not  the  only  ones  who  were  in  opposi- 
tion to  this — our  association  was  not  the  only  one.  There  were  a 
great  many  others  who  appeared  here,  representing  other  interests, 
tnat  were  not  allied  with  us  at  all,  and  made  their  own  arguments. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  let  me  ask  a  question.  Were  you  opposing 
that  bill  in  the  interest  of  particular  members  of  your  association 
who  sometimes  did  Government  work,  and  for  that  reason  were  op- 
posed to  the  bill ;  or  were  you  opposing  the  bill  because  you  were  gen- 
erally opposed  to  an  eight-hour  movement;  or  was  it  a  combination 
of  both  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  for  several  reasons,  Senator.  Of  course  the 
individual  interests  undoubtedly  entered  into  it,  because  there  was  a 
great  body  of  business  men  all  over  the  country  who  did  business 
with  the  Government.  The  Government  does  business  to  the  amount 
of  about  $500,000,000  a  year  with  the  business  men  of  this  country. 
But  the  chief  argument  against  it  was 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  asking  the  chief  argument.  I  am  asking 
your  chief  motive,  or  your  reason. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  reason  was  the  denial  of  the  right  to  purchase 
overtime  work  for  overtime  pay.  I  am  speaking  now  irom  the 
standpoint  of  expediency,  Senator.  The  other  principle  chiefly  was 
the  control  over  the  conditions  under  which  a  chattel  should  be  pro- 
duced in  a  private  factory  for  the  use  of  the  Government.  We  be- 
lieved that  that  principle  had  been  invalidated  by  the  Supreme  Court 
in  the  case  of  Clarkson  v.  Stevens. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  care  whether  it  was  invalidated  or  not.  I 
want  to  see  if  I  can  not  get  you  to  answer  just  this  question,  and  I 
will  make  a  preliminary  statement.  You  were  employed  here  at  a 
large  salary  by  this  association.  Therefore  your  time  must  have 
been  of  value  to  the  association.  -. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  You  spent  a  part  of  your  time  in  contending  against 
the  Congress  passing  a  bill  which  restricted  contractors  working 
for  the  Government  to  eight  hours  a  day.  There  might  have  been 
two  motives  for  that.  One  might  have  oeen  that  you  had  in  your 
association  members  who  were  doing  Government  work,  and  they 
were  opposed  to  this  bill  because  they  thought  it  inimical  to  their  in- 
terests.   Was  that  one  of  the  reasons  for  that  opposition  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Undoubtedly. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  it  the  principal  reason,  or  was  it  a  subsidiary 
and  secondary  reason? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  it  was  a  secondary  reason. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  the  principal  reason  that  your  association  in 
general  was  contending  against  legislative  regulation  of  the  hours 
of  labor? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  the  principal  reason? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  association  generally  has  been  opposed  to  leg- 
islation restricting  the  hours  of  labor  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  but  we  believed  in  this  case  it  was  an  arbitrary 
regulation. 

Senator  Reed.  General  regulations  as  to  an  eight-hour  day? 

Mr.  Emery.  By  law. 

Senator  Reed.  You  people  believed  in  longer  hours  than  that?  At 
least,  you  did  not  want  any  law  limiting  the  hours  of  work  to  eight? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  I  want  to  ask. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  want  to  get  that  clear  in  my  mind.  The 
eight-hour  labor  bill  to  which  you  refer  had  two  phases.  One  was 
to  prohibit  the  Government,  in  work  which  it  did  for  itself,  employ- 
ing men  more  than  eight  hours  a  day.  The  second  phase  was  to  pro- 
hibit contractors  who  undertook  to  do  work  for  the  Government 
from  employing  in  their  own  shops  men  to  work  more  than  eight 
hours  a  day.    Were  you  opposed  to  the  first  phase  of  the  proposition? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir.  We  recognized  fully  the  right  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  fix  its  own  hours  for  its  own  labor  on  its  own  work. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  am  not  speaking  of  what  your  motive  was,  or 
what  your  views  were ;  but  did  you  oppose  before  Congress,  or  before 
any  of  its  committees,  the  proposition  to  limit  the  Government  work- 
ing men  or  employees  to  eight  hours  a  day  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  did  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  you  did  oppose  putting  a  limitation  on 
contractors  for  the  Government.    Is  that  the  idea? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  Senator,  with  this  distinction;  not  contractors 
working  on  the  public  works  of  the  Government,  but  contractors 
producing  a  chattel  for  the  Government. 

Senator  Cummins.  Contractors  working  in  their  own  shops? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  their  own  shops. 

Senator  Cummins.  Under  agreement  to  produce  something  for  the 
Government? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 
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Senator  Cummins.  You  have  opposed  the  regulation  that  they 
should  not  be  permitted  to  work  men  more  than  eight  hours  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Emery,  von  have  given  us  an  illustration  of 
your  work  which  I  have  characterized  as  legislative,  typified  by  that 
on  the  eight-hour  bill.  You  have  given  us  an  illustration  of  your 
work  in  answering  inquiries  concerning  all  kinds  of  legislation,  which 
we  can  characterize,  perhaps,  as  that  of  a  bureau  of  information. 
Since  vou  have  been  in  Washington,  has  vour  time  been  devoted  to 
any  other  purpose  ?  In  other  words,  did  you  devote  any  of  your  time 
to  what  I  will  call  constructive  work?  I  direct  your  attention  par- 
ticularly to  workmen's  compensation.  Just  briefly  detail  to  the  com- 
mittee what  was  done  on  that  by  vou,  or  bv  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  or  by  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  counsel  for  the  committee  on  workmen's  com- 
pensation and  accident  prevention,  organized  by  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  and  by  a  number  of  associations  through- 
cut  the  country,  for  the  purpose  of  studying  the  practical  operation 
of  the  system  of  workmen's  compensation,  with  the  idea  of  applying 
the  foreign  experience  to  American  conditions,  accompanied  by  the 
organization  of  a  bureau  or  committee  for  the  purpose  of  inspecting 
the  plants  of  the  members  of  the  different  associations,  and  recom- 
mending to  them  the  forms  of  accident  relief  which  they  believed 
were  best  adapted  to  their  conditions  of  production,  accompanied  by 
a  campaign  for  the  purpose  of  popularizing  the  idea  of  workmen's 
compensation,  and  for  generating  habits  of  care  among  both  em- 
ployers and  employees  in  the  factories  of  members  of  these  asso- 
ciations. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  the  stenographer  to  read  the  first  part  of 
the  answer  of  the  witness. 

(The  stenographer  read  as  follows:) 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  counsel  for  the  committee  on  workmen's  compensation 
and  accident  prevention,  organized  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers, and  by  a  number  of  associations  thoroujyhout  the  country,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  studying  the  practical  oi>eration  of  the  system  of  workmen's  conju- 
gation, with  the  idea  of  applying  the  foreign  experience  to  American  condi- 
tions  

Senator  Reed.  That  is  sufficient.  You  say  you  were  counsel  for 
that  committee  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association?   . 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understood  you  were  drawing  your  pay  from  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  employed  you  to  become  the  counsel  for  that 
committee  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  not  employed.  I  received  nothing  for  that 
service. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  asked  you  to  do  that  work? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  members  of  the  committee,  particularly. 

Senator  Reed.  What  committee? 

Mr.  Emery.  This  standing  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  No.  They  have  a  committee,  sir,  but  that  committee 
was  incidental.    A  great  number  cA  *c&*^\*>A«n&  wvada  up  the  mem- 
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bership  of  this  standing  committee.     It  included  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  with  a  great  many  other  associations. 

Senator  Beed.  Who  got  it  up  t 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  gotten  up  largely,  I  think,  by  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man.   That  is,  it  was  proposed  oy  him. 

Senator  Reed.  When  was  it  gotten  up  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time,  in  1909.  what  was  Schwedtman's  posi- 
tion? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  he  was  a  member  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers,  and  chairman  of  the  committee  in  that  association 
which  was  studying  this  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  understand.  You  were  working  for  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  and  for  a  committee  owing 
its  origin  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  who  was  an  officer  of  the  Manufactur- 
ers' Association,  and  then  afterwards  the  committee  was  increased  by 
calling  in  outsiders.  I  do  not  understand  how  you  came  to  be  work- 
ing for  that  committee,  taking  orders  from  it.  assisting  it,  without 
receiving  some  compensation. 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  because  possibly  you  do  not  understand  my 
views  on  the  matter.  My  work  was  voluntary,  because  I  was  in- 
tensely interested  in  this  question,  and  my  whole  work  in  this  move- 
ment has  been  something  more  than  that  of  a  retained  counsel.  It 
has  been  the  work  of  a  man  who  was  intensely  interested,  and  who 
has  devoted  much  of  his  life  to  the  study  of  these  questions,  because 
of  the  intensity  of  his  belief  in  their  importance. 

Senator  Reed.  Just  merehT  as  a  matter  of  public  interest — public 
wrelf  are  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.     I  have  earned  my  living  at  it. 

Senator  Reed.  But  I  say  your  interest  in  this  particular  matter  of 
workmen's  compensation  was  because  of  your  love  of  the  people? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  not  that  alone.  I  regarded  that  as  a  most  im- 
portant activity  of  the  association,  one  of  the  things  for  which  this 
organization 

Senator  Reed.  Which  organization  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  council — one  of  the  tilings  for  which  it  was 
organized. 

Senator  Reed.  But  it  did  not  originate  with  the  National  Council 
fcr  Industrial  Defense.  It  was  not  carried  on  by  the  council.  If  it 
was  an  important  work  of  the  council,  why  did  not  the  council  go  on 
and  do  the  work? 

Mr.  Emery.  They  did. 

Senator.  Reed.  But  you  just  said  it  was  done  by  a  committee  cre- 
ated by  Mr.  Schwedtman.  who  was  an  officer  of  the  Manufacturers' 
Asscciation.  and  that  the  work  was  carried  on  by  a  committee,  which 
had  been  called  together,  of  men  outside  of  both  of  these  organiza- 
tions. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  I  said  that,  Senator.  I  think  I  said 
that  Mr.  Schwedtman,  at  the  time  about  which^  you  asked  me  the 
question,  was  chairman  of  that  committee  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  which  was  devoted  to  this  subject. 

But  there  were  other  committees,  in  nearly  all  the  States,  composed 
of  the  members  of  those  various  associations. 
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Senator  Reed.  When  you  say  "of  those  various  associations,"  what 
various  associations  do  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Manufacturers'  Association;  and  the  employers' 
associations  all  over  the  country  were  members  of  the  council,  and 
were  studying  the  subject  of  workmen's  compensation. 

Senator  Reed.  They  were  also  members  of  the  Manufacturers'  As- 
sociation, were  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  the  associations  were  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  they  members  of  the  National  Council  for  In- 
dustrial Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  this  movement  a  council  movement,  or  was  it 
a  Manufacturers'  Association  movement,  as  you  originally  said  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  both. 

Senator  Reed.  The  truth  about  the  matter  is  that  you  can  not,  to 
save  your  life,  separate  these  two  organizations,  caa  you? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  very  clearly  and  very  distinctly. 

Senator  Reed.  The  truth  about  the  matter  is  that  you  worked  in- 
discriminately for  both  of  them  and  got  your  pay  from  both  of  them. 
Is  not  that  true  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  the  members  of  one  were  members  of  the 
other,  and  that  the  officers  of  one  were  frequently  officers  of  the 
other. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  very  true. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  the  two  things  were  as  inseparable  as 
Siamese  twins,  and  all  constituted  a  part  of  one  general  scheme  or 
plan? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  explanation  I  made  before,  Senator,  and  the 
correspondence  that  I  so  frequently  had  on  the  subject,  illustrate  my 
views  as  fully  as  I  can  state  them.  I  have  never  had  the  slightest 
doubt  of  the  utter  distinction  between  the  two. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  initiate  this  scheme  for  the  workmen's 
compensation  bill? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  catch  your  question. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  or  your  association  initiate  this  plan  for 
workmen's  compensation? 

Mr.  Emery.  To  what  plan  do  you  refer? 

Senator  Walsh.  The  plan  for  workmen's  compensation. 

Mr.  Emery.  Do  you  mean  the  Senate  bill? 

The  Chairman.  Any  bill. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  this  activity  in  connection  with  the  work- 
men's compensation,  and  the  investigation  you  made  in  connection 
with  that,  have  any  reference  to  any  bills  pending  in  Congress  here? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir ;  it  had  reference  to  the  general  movement  in 
thi^  country. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  have  any  part  at  all  in  either  forwarding 
or  opposing  any  of  the  workmen's  compensation  bills  here  before 
Congress? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes ;  I  took  part  in  the  discussion  before  the  Senate. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  the  investigation  you  spoke  of,  then,  had 
direct  reference  to  that! 
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Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  it  had  preceded  that.  « 

Senator  Walsh.  But  I  say  it  had  reference  to  it,  and  by  your  inves- 
tigation you  had  accumulated  the  information  that  you  utilized  in 
that  matter? 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Had  anybody  else  started  this  movement  before 
you  began  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why;  yes,  indeed.  The  project  of  workmen's  com- 
pensation has  gone  on  for  25  years. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  before  Congress. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  who  originated  it  in  Confess.  There 
have  been  various  bills  before  Congress  on  this  subject  for  some 

years,  but  it  did  not  take  any  distinct  and  definite  form 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  any  other  association  assisting  you  in 
bringing  this  movement  about,  or  advocating  the  bill? 

Mr.  Emery.  Do  you  mean  advocating  a  workmen's  compensation 
bill? 
The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  A  great  many  associations.  The  Civic  Federation 
has  for  many  years  carried  on  very  important  work  in  that  connec- 
tion, and  the  American  Association  for  Labor  Legislation  has  pro- 
moted the  same  movement.    They  are  in  no  way  related  to  us. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  American  Association  for  Labor  Legis- 
lation ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  just  where  it  originated,  but  it  is  an 
association  composed  of  a  great  number  of  individuals. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  are  they?  Are  they  manufacturers  or  labor- 
ing men  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Both. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  does  it  exist?    Where  are  its  headquarters? 
Mr.  Emery.  I  think  its  headquarters  are  in  New  York. 
Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  who  the  president  of  that  associa- 
tion is? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  Prof.  Farnham,  of  Yale,  is  president.  I 
would  not  be  sure  of  that,  however. 

Senator  Reed.  How  long  has  it  existed  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  To  my  knowledge  it  has  existed  for  four  or  five  years,' 
and  probably  longer.     I  do  not  know  how  much  longer. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know,  generally  speaking,  who  compose 
its  membership — I  mean  the  class  of  people  who  compose  its  mem- 
bership ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Business  men ;  numbers  of  labor  leaders ;  college  pro- 
fessors. Anyone  is  eligible  to  membership  who  is  interested  in  its 
objects. 

Senator  Walsh.  Can  you  give  us  the  names  of  some  of  the  labor 
leaders  connected  with  this  American  Association  for  Labor  Legis- 
lation ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  Mr.  Gompers  and  Mr.  Mitchell  are  connected 
with  it.  I  would  not  be  sure,  but  I  am  pretty  sure  that  Mr.  Gompers 
is  a  member. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  cooperating  in  that  organization  in  this 
work  ? 
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Mr.  E**ery.  No ;  we  have  attended  meetings- 


Senator  Walsh.  Has  that  organization  generally  been  advocating 
what  is  commonly  spoken  of  as  "  labor  legislation  "  in  Congress,  op 
opposing  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  it  has  advocated  a  great  deal  in  Congress. 

Senator  Walsh.  For  instance,  take  the  proposed  eight-hour  law. 
Did  they  advocate  that  measure? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  they  took  any  part  in  it,  one  way  or 
the  other. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  take  the  proposed  eight-hour  law  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.    Did  thev  advocate  that  measure? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say.  I  did  not  take  any  part  in  it,  one 
way  or  the  other. 

Senator  Walsh.  Take  the  injunction  measure.  Do  you  know  what 
attitude  thev  took  with  reference  to  that  measure? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not.  I  do  not  think  they  took  any  atti- 
tude in  reference  to  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  Take  the  contempt  matter.  What  attitude  did 
they  take  with  reference  to  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know.    I  do  not  think  they  took  any  part. 

Senator  Walsh.  Take  the  child-labor  bill. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  know  they  have  advocated  child-labor  legislation  of 
various  kinds. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes;  but  take  the  Beveridge  measure,  which 
seems  to  have  been  the  only  one  that  received  special  attention  from 
Congress.  What  attitude  did  they  take  with  reference  to  that 
measure? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  Can  you  tell  us  any  particular  piece  of  legislation 
before  Congress  in  which  they  were  interested  and  what  attitude 
they  took? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes ;  I  know  I  received  a  great  deal  of  literature  from 
them  on  this  bill  on  the  subject  of  the  manufacture  of  sulphur 
matches.  It  was  a  bill  which  proposed  to  practically  tax  those 
matches  out  of  existence. 

Senator  Walsh.  Which  attitude  did  they  take  on  that? 
•    Mr.  Emery.  I  think  they  were  the  originators  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  recall  any  other  active  position  they 
have  taken  in  regard  to  any  proposed  legislation  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No.     I  have  not  been  in  their  confidence. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  in  touch  with  a  bureau  of  railroad  eco- 
nomics ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  know  of  its  existence. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  what  position  it  took  with  refer- 
ence to  the  workmen's  compensation  bill? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  thought  the  bureau  of  railroad  economics  was  sim- 
ply a  bureau  which  gathered  statistics,  and  so  forth.  I  knew  the 
railroads,  of  course,  were  very  much  divided  over  this  compensation 
bill  proposed,  although  I  think  a  larger  number  of  them  in  the  end 
advocated  the  bill  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Reed.  You  know  thev  originated  it,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not.  I  understood  the  bill  was  drawn  by  Sena* 
tor  Sutherland  as  the  result  of  the  hearings  before  that  commission. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.       3871 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  you  some  questions  about  that.  Of 
course  the  agitation  in  regard  to  workmen's  compensation  acts 
has  gone  on  in  a  broad  and  general  way  for  a  long  time,  and  has 
been  growing  more  active  as  the  years  have  gone  by,  and  I  am  not 
inquiring  about  it  in  that  phase. 

The  Chairman.  I  believe  the  first  bill  originated  in  New  York 

•ite,  did  it  nott 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes ;  I  think  that  was  the  first  bill  in  this  country. 

Senator  Reed.  But  they  have  had  workmen's  compensation  acts 
in  some  form  or  other  in  Europe  for  a  long  time? 

Mr.  Emery.  No.  Pardon  me,  Mr.  Chairman ;  the  first  bill  was  in 
Maryland,  but  it  was  onljfr  a  partial  measure.  It  applied  to  only  one 
industry. 

Senator  Reed.  The  Federal  Government  passed  a  law  relating  to 
railway  employees  engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  known  as  the  em- 
ployers' liability  act,  by  which  they  practically  wiped  out  all  of  the 
common  law  defenses  which  the  railroads  made  to  suits  brought  by 
their  employees.  That  bill  was  fought  by  the  railroads,  and  it  was 
held  that  it  was  unconstitutional  because  of  a  certain  provision  in  it; 
the  bill  was  amended,  and  it  was  amended  in  such  a  way  as  to  mani- 
festly meet  the  objections  of  the  Supreme  Court;  and  thereupon  the 
claim  agents  of  the  various  railroads  got  together  and  proceeded  to 
inaugurate  a  movement  to  have  a  compensation  act  substituted  for 
the  liability  act.  They  had  at  least  two  meetings  of  that  kind,  and 
their  reports,  although  confidential,  were  circulated  to  some  extent. 
Y"ou  knew  of  that  movement,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  never  heard  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  mav  have  heard  of  it,  but  I  did  not  know  the  cir- 
cumstances you  are  just  relating. 

Senator  Reed.  Ralph  Richards,  the  general  claim  agent  of  one  of 
the  great  railroad  systems 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  you  testifying  on  that  subject,  Senator  Reed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No  sir;  I  am  making  a  statement  to  try  to  get  an 
answer  from  the  witness  with  reference  to  it;  and  if  it  does  not  suit 
the  temper  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  he  can  make  his  objection 
to  the  committee  and  in  the  proper  way. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  very  kind  of  you. 

Senator  Reed.  It  will  be  very  kind  of  you  if  you  will  proceed  in  an 
orderly  and  proper  way;  and  if  you  have  any  interrogatories  to  make 
to  me,  not  to  make  them  to  me,  but  make  them  to  the  chairman. 

Did  vou  know  anything  about  Mr.  Richards's  activities? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;' I  do  not  know  Mr.  Richards.  I  mean  I  do  not 
know  of  his  activities  as  you  describe  them.  I  know  generally  of  a 
movement  for  compensation,  and  many  phases  of  it- 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  at  the  time  this  compensation  act  was  pend- 
ing have  any  railroads  as  members  of  your  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  Are  you  referring  now  to  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense  or  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Senator  Reed.  Either  one  of  them. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  so,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  no  railroads  connected  with  the  council? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  Is  there  any  association  of  railroad  claim  agents 
connected  with  the  council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  appear  before  the  Senate  committee  or  any 
subcommittee  of  the  Senate  m  regard  to  the  bill  that  I  am  referring 
to,  which  was  known  as  the  workmen's  compensation  act? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  appeared  before  the  commission  to  investigate  the 
matter  of  employers'  liability  and  workmen's  compensation,  a  joint 
commission  created  by  both  bodies. 

Senator  Reed.  By  what  two  bodies? 

Mr.  Emery.  By  the  Senate  and  the  House;  by  joint  resolution,  I 
believe. 

Senator  Reed.  When  did  you  appear  before  it? 

Mr*  Emery.  I  could  not  now  give  you  the  date,  Senator.  It  was 
during  the  early  part  of  the  hearings. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  your  remarks  are  reported  on 
those  hearings? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  yes;  they  are  fully  printed.  - 

Senator  Reed.  At  whose  instigation  did  you  appear? 

Mr.  Emery.  My  own. 

Senator  Reed.  On  your  own  motion? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  mean  in  the  course  of  mv  work  here. 

Senator  Reed.  When  had  your  association  taken  up  the  matter  of 
this  workmen's  compensation  act  that  was  then  pending  in  Congress? 
Had  it  been  taken  up? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  never  took  up  this  specific  legislation,  Senator ;  but  1 
had  taken  up  the  movement  for  workmen's  compensation  in  1909,  I 
think. 

Senator  Reed.  On  which  side  of  the  question  did  you  appear? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  say  I  appeared  on  either  side.  I  appeared 
to  urge  this  proposition,  to  discuss  the  principles  which  we  believed 
ought  to  be  incorporated  and  recognized  in  such  an  act;  and,  sec- 
ondly, to  urge  upon  the  Senate  committee  that  it  should  consider 
whether  or  not  the  principle  that  it  was  proposing  to  apply  to  car- 
riers could  be  applied  to  certain  forms  of  firms  ana  corporations  en- 
gaged in  interstate  commerce. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  advocate,  did  you  not,  that  the  bill,  which 
was  limited  to  railroad  employees,  should  be  extended  so  as  to  em- 
brace employees  of  all  concerns  engaged  in  interstate  commerce? 

Mr.  Emery.  There  was  no  bill,  Senator,  you  understand,  at  that 
time.    The  commission  was  simply  seeking  information. 

Senator  Reed.  There  was  a  contemplated  bill? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  there  had  been  a  bill  introduced,  as  a  matter 
of  fact?    Had  there  not  been  several  bills  introduced? 

Mr.  Emery.  Several  bills.    I  remember  the  Sabath  bill. 

Senator  Reed.  Out  of  those  bills  so  introduced,  or  as  the  result  of 
them,  this  joint  committee  had  been  created? 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  the  committee  of  which  Mr.  Sutherland 
was  named  chairman? 

Senator  Cummins.  It  was  a  commission,  not  a  committee. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  a  joint  commission. 

The  Chairman.  Yes ;  I  understand  it  was  a  commission  on  work- 
men's  compensation. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  commission  was  appointed  by  the  President, 
was  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  took  some  interest  in  the  organization  and  the 
personnel  of  that  commission,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  indeed;  I  was  very  much  interested  in  the 
appointment  of  that  commission ;  all  our  people  were  interested. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  took  pains  to  assist  or  influence,  as  far  as 
you  could,  the  selection  of  the  membership  of  that  commission,  did 
you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  I  would  not  say  that,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  not  make  efforts  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  so ;  that  is,  I  can  not  recall  any  specific 
effort. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  sent  for  the  original  letter,  but  I  am  going 
to  use  this  House  print,  although  you  once  challenged  my  rignt  to 
do  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Those  letters  have  since  been  identified.  There  is 
now  no  possible  objection. 

Senator  Reed.  Not  only  have  they  since  been  identified,  but  they 
had  then  been  identified  and  printed.    I  read  from  the  printed  copy. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  are  mistaken,  Senator.  They  had  not  been 
identified  at  all  at  the  time  you  used  them.  Mr.  Emery  has  since  gone 
before  the  House  committee  and  identified  them. 

Senator  Reed.  He  had  at  that  time  produced  them  and  they  had 
been  printed.  I  now  read  from  what  is  known  as  H.  R.  44.  This 
letter  is  addressed  u  My  Dear  Mr.  Secretary."  It  has  no  date,  but  I 
have  sent  for  the  original. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  "  My  Dear  Mr.  Secretary  "  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  little,  and  then  ask  the  witness.  I 
thought  perhaps  he  could  not  tell  us  without  some  of  the  context. 
However,  perhaps  he  can. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  tell  you  generally  of  all  our  activities. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads: 

On  behalf  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  some  800 
commercial  and  industrial  organizations  throughout  the  county,  I  take  the 
liberty  of  nominating  certain  gentlemen  for  membership  for  the  proposed  com- 
mission on  industrial  relations.  I  think  every  business  man  who  has  given 
thought  to  the  purpose  of  this  commission  realizes  the  serious  importance  of  its 
undertaking,  its  practical  success  in  the  investigation  it  will,  undertake 
and  in  its  analysis  and  digest  of  the  vast  volume  of  evidence  which  will  be  laid 
before  it  must  depend  upon  the  intelligence,  experience,  and  balance  of  the 
membership  of  the  commission  and  their  freedom  from  erratic  impulse. 

Can  you  tell  me  who  "  My  dear  Mr.  Secretary  "  was? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes ;  I  think  that  was  Secretary  Nagel. 

Senator  Reed.  You  wrote  this  letter,  then,  to  Mr.  Nagel  ?  That  is 
your  present  recollection? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  suggested  it.  I  did  not  write  it.  I  mean  I  suggested 
it,  I  think,  to  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  wrote  it  or  Mr. 
Kirby  wrote  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  it  was  written  to  Mr.  Kirby  as  my  idea  of  the 
kind  of  recommendations  we  should  make  to  the  Secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  Anyway,  it  embodies  your  ideas? 
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Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  on: 

So  far  as  I  can  speak  fur  the  great  body  of  employers  I  represent,  I  know  it 
is  their  desire  to  cooperate  with  official  authority  in  every  effort  to  supply 
ratlonn  1  remedies  for  industrial  ills,  and  I  can  not  say  that  every  name  sug- 
gested is  that  of  an  individual  whom  I  am  sure  would  accept  membership  on 
the  commission,  but  it  is  the  name  of  a  man  whom  we  should  like  to  see 
accept  and  who  represents  the  type  of  mind  and  character  in  which  business 
men  would  have  confidence  and  to  whose  judgment  they  would  yield  entire 
respect. 

This  commission  was  to  consist  of  nine  men,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  What  commission  are  you  talking  about?  I  thought 
you  were  talking  about  the  Employers'  Liability  Commission. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  Workmen's  Compensation  Commission. 

Mr.  Emery.  No.  sir;  this  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Commission.  This  is  the  Industrial  Com- 
mission. But  you  were  questioning  me  about  the  joint  commission 
to  investigate  the  matter  of  employers'  liability  and  workmen's  com- 
pensation. This  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  that.  I  can  give 
you  a  full  history  of  this,  if  you  desire. 

Senator  Keed.  Just  a  moment.  Three  members  of  this  commission 
were  to  be  representatives  of  manufacturers. 

Mr.  Emery.  Of  the  employers. 

Senator  Reed.  Three  members  were  to  represent  labor? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  three  members  were  to  be  selected 

Mr.  Emery.  At  large. 

Senator  Reed.  At  large:  and  were  supposed  to  be  disinterested 
people,  were  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  They  were  to  be  appointed  at  large;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  labor  men  were  to  represent  the  labor  interests, 
the  employers  were  to  represent  the  employers'  end,  and  the  three 
other  men  were  to  constitute  the  balance  of  power  and  represent  the 
public.     That  is  right,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  my  idea. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  states: 

I  therefore  recommend  for  employer  members  of  the  commission.  Mr.  F.  C. 
Schwedtman,  of  St.  Louis,  whom  I  think  is  well  known  to  you.  He  is  a  man 
of  the  highest  character,  broad  business  experience,  being  by  training  an  elec- 
trical engineer,  for  many  years  connected  with  the  Wagner  Electric  Co.,  and 
consulting  engineer  of  many  well-known  business  institutions  in  your  State. 
Pie  has  been,  moreover,  a  man  who  has  rendered  unusual  public  service,  giving 
freely  of  his  time  and  knowledge  to  public  movements,  and  notably  to  those 
which  have  concerned  themselves  with  studies  of  various  industrial  questions. 
He  participated  with  Mr.  Emery,  our  counsel,  in  an  elaborate  investigation  in 
Europe  of  the  practical  oi»eration  of  social  insurance,  since  published  in  book 
form  and  which  has  received  the  highest  commendation  at  home  and  abroad. 
Mr.  Schwedtman  has  been  particularly  complimented  by  German  public  offi- 
cials and  scientists  of  both  that  country  and  France  on  his  investigations  and 
recommendations  on  the  subject  of  accident  prevention  and  workmen's  com- 
pensation. He  is  broad  minded,  sympathetic  and  extraordinarily  energetic, 
with  a  capacity  for  hard  work  which  few  men  possess.  He  is  very  well  known 
to  prominent  students  of  the  industrial  problem  in  this  country  and  would.  In 
our  opinion,  be  a  most  valuable  commissioner. 

Mr.  A.  B.  Farquhar.  of  the  Co.,  of  York,  Pa.,  has  been  for  many 

years  a  large  employer,  prominently  identified  with  public  affairs.    He  is  a  care- 
////,   [winstaklng  student  of  industrial  relations,  well  known  to  the  business 
world,  a  man  who  has  given  freely  of  YAa  tVm%  w&  Vtamtf&t  on  industrial 
questions. 
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Mr.  John  Trix,  of  the  American  Injector  Co.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  has  been  promi- 
nently identified  with  industrial  affairs  of  his  city  and  State  for  many  years. 
He  has  actively  participated  in  the  settlement  of  many  labor  disputes  in  De- 
troit, a  man  of  strong  character,  with  a  lifetime  of  experience  in  industrial  rela- 
tions, and  I  know  of  few  men  who  in  a  great  industrial  community  are  more 
highly  respected  by  employers  and  employees,  and  whose  judgment  has  been 
more  frequently  accepted  on  disputed  questions  by  both. 

Mr. Matcalf  is  president  of  the  American  Association  of  Agricultural 

Implement  Manufacturers,  a  large  employer,  of  wide  experience  and  observa- 
tion, etc. 

That  makes  four  you  recommended.     The  letter  goes  on: 

We  feel  that  the  college  world  will  undoubtedly  be  recognized  on  this  com- 
mission, and  we  know  that  our  American  unversiUes  possess  men  of  the  most 
splendid  attainments  and  practical  equipment  for  rlie  work  of  this  commission. 
On  the  other'Tiand,  there  are  a  number  of  men  who  have  attained  considerable 
eminence  in  the  department  of  economics  who  hanj.  on  the  ragged  edge  of 
socialism  and  lack  experience,  poise,  and  practical  contact  with  industrial 
affairs  which  we  believe  are  required  to  qualify  <i  professional  student  of  the 
industrial  relations.  We  urge  upon  your  consideration  the  names  of  Dr. 
Nicholas  Murray  Butler,  president  of  tin*  Columbia  University,  and  Prof. 
Lawrence  Laughlin,  of  the  chair  of  economics  of  the  University  of  Chicago. 
Dr.  Butler  is  too  widely  known  in  this  country  to  require  any  extended  rea- 
sons for  our  confidence  in  his  capacity  to  sit  on  such  a  commission.  He  united 
with  the  learning  of  his  position  a  mature,  practical  judgment  of  industrial 
affairs  of  an  unusual  order. 

Dr.  Laughlin  has  been  for  many  years  one  of  the  koenest  students  and  critics 
of  industrial  relations  in  our  country.  Ilis  shrewd  analysis  of  the  industrial 
relationships  has  attracted  not  less  attention  aVrond  than  at  home.  As  one  of 
the  exchange  professors  to  Berlin  he  has  discussel  many  of  the  topics  with 
which  this  commission  will  deal  before  the  German  universities,  and  he  pos- 
sesses a  fund  of  information. 

Dr.  Butler  and  Dr.  Laughlin  were  both  active  opponents  of  organ- 
ized labor,  were  thev  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  would  not  call  them  that. 

Senator  Reed.  And  had  written  many  articles  along  that  line? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  would  not  term  them  active  opponents  of  organized 
labor. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  they  had  written  articles  along  that  line. 

Mr.  Emery.  Under  that  definition,  I  suppose  every  man  who  criti- 
cizes any  activity  of  organized  labor  is  an  active  opponent  of  organ- 
ized labor. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  not  spend  any  time  on  that;  but  were  they 
not  men  who  it  was  understood  were  generally  opposed  to  organized 
labor's  purposes? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  I  would  not  sav  that,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  do  not  know  that  they  had  written  many 
articles — or  at  least  Mr.  Butler  had  written  many  articles — along 
that  line? 

Mr.  Emery.  Thev  had  criticized  some  of  the  activities  of  labor, 
but  I  would  not  say  that  they  were  active  opponents  of  organized 
labor. 

Senator  Reed.  They  had  been  pretty  severe  critics,  had  they  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  and  so  have  the  courts. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  on: 

We  have  taken  the  liberty  of  calling  to  your  attention  an  element  of  organized 
labor  that  has  received  little  consideration  at  the  hands  of  public  authorities. 
Within  the  last  few  years  an  organization  of  workmen  has  sprung  into  being 
In  the  Middle  East  and  is  rapidly  growing  along  the  westerw  <y»fcsk  \»  nr\£ss£*v 
employers  are  now  giving  no  little  attention.    IX.  \s  YiTKWfc  ^^  ^Ra1^^*  «*»> 
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Workers*  Association,  of  which  Mr.  Joseph  Bryce,  of  Battle  Creek,  is  presi- 
dent. It  is  now  strongly  established  in  Michigan.  Iowa,  Maryland,  Wash- 
ington (D.  C),  California,  Oregon,  and  Washington. 

That  was  really  a  subsidiary  organization  of  your  concern,  was  it 
not? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  it  was  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Had  it  not  been  fathered  and  assisted,  just  as  Mr. 
Mulhall's  organization  over  in  Maryland,  which  he  called  the  Citi- 
zens' Industrial  Association,  I  believe 

Mr.  Emery.  I  never  heard  of  that  name. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  called  the  Workingmen's  Protective  Asso- 
ciation, perhaps.  Was  not  the  organization  mentioned  in  the  letter 
similar  in  its  purpose  to  an  organization  which  had  been  gotten  up 
by  Mr.  Schwedtman,  or  at  least  in  which  Mr.  Schwedtman  had  been 
interested,  over  in  the  city  of  St.  Louis,  and  which  bore  the  name  of 
the  Citizens'  Protective  Association? 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me.  I  did  not  understand  that  that  was  an 
inquiry. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  think  I  was  doing  if  I  was  not  asking 
you  a  question?    I  will  ask  the  stenographer  to  repeat  the  question. 

The  stenographer  read  as  follows: 

Was  not  the  organization  mentioned  in  the  letter  similar  in  its  purpose  to  an 
organization  which  had  been  gotten  up  by  Mr.  Schwedtman,  or  at  least  in  which 
Mr.  Schwedtman  had  been  interested,  over  in  the  city  of  St.  Louis,  and  which 
bore  the  name  of  the  Citizens'  Protective  Association? 

Mr.  Emery.  Xot  at  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  not  the  Citizens'  Protective  Association  in  St. 
Louis  an  organization  of  working  men  opposed  to  strikes? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Citizens'  Protective  Association? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  the  Schwedtman  organization  down  there  ! 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  which  organization  you  are  referring 
to.    There  is  a  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association.  There 
was  an  organization  in  St.  Louis  which  Mr.  Schwedtman  got  up 
among  workingmen,  the  name  of  which  you  ought  to  know. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  I  understand  to  what  you  refer. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  was  the  Workingmen's  Protective  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  The  Workingmen's  Protective  Association  in  St 
Louis.  Was  not  this  organization,  of  which  Mr.  Bryce  was  the 
president,  similar  to  that  in  its  purposes? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  not  the  organization  Mr.  Schwedtman  got  up, 
an  organization  among  workingmen  that  was  opposed  to  boycotts? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  know  nothing  more  about  it  than  the  history  as 
gathered  from  the  letters ;  or  at  least,  little  more  than  that. 

Senator  Reed.  You  know  it  was  opposed  to  boycotts? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  believe  so. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  opposed  to  strikes,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  believe  so,  from  the  statement  made  here. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  the  principal  thing  it  was  organized  for, 
was  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  You  mean  because  of  its  opposition  to  those  things! 
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Senator  Reed.  That  is  what  it  was  organized  for,  to  oppose  those 
things? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  precisely  what  the  St.  Louis  purpose 
was.    I  can  tell  you  about  this  organization 

Senator  Reed.  You  got  it  from  those  letters,  multitudes  of  which 
have  been  read? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  I  want  to  read  you  this,  and  see  if  this  was  not 
the  same  kind  of  an  organization : 

It  is  known  as  the  Trades  and  Workers'  Association,  of  which  Mr.  Joseph 
Bryce,  of  Battle  Creek,  is  president.  It  is  now  strongly  established  in  Michigan, 
Iowa,  Maryland,  Washington,  D.  C,  California,  Oregon,  and  Washington.  It 
is  opposed  to  the  boycott  and  strikes. 

It  seems  to  have  had  about  the  same  purpose  that  the  Schwedtman 
organization  had,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  distinguish  between  principles  and  purposes. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  well ;  what  is  the  line  of  distinction  you  draw 
between  "  principles  "  and  "  purposes  "  when  applied  as  I  have  been 
applying  the  terms? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Trades  and  Workers'  Association,  as  I  have  known 
it,  was  organized  for  quite  another  purpose  than  the  one  the  Senator 
has  described,  although  the  principles  the  Senator  has  described  were 
part  of  its  creed,  I  believe. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  further: 

It  is  opposed  to  the  boycott  and  strikes,  and  we  can  say  from  the  experience 
of  such  of  our  members  who  have  come  in  contact  with  it  that  with  a  no  less 
determined  insistence  upon  the  industrial  rights  of  its  members  than  is  asserted 
by  any  other  labor  organization,  it  has  never  chosen  as  its  weapons  any  of 
those  means  which  have  brought  labor  disputes  to  the  verge  of  riot  and 
civil  war. 

That  was  the  very  thing  that  distinguished  the  Schwedtman  or- 
ganization in  St.  Louis  and  MulhalPs  organization  over  in  Balti- 
more from  ordinary  labor  organizations,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  not  familiar  with  their  principles  over  there. 
I  thought  it  was  largely  a  political  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  I  read  on : 

We  have  been  given  to  understand  that  the  President  has  under  considera- 
tion the  possibility  of  some  Members  of  either  the  House  and  Senate  to  sit  on 
this  commission.  If  that  be  true,  we  urge  upon  your  consideration,  entirely 
without  their  knowledge.  Senators  Smoot  and  Sutherland  and  Representative 
Moon  of  Pennsylvania.  Senator  Sutherland  has  discharged  his  difficult  duties 
as  chairman  of  the  Federal  Liability  Commission  with  such  marked  ability  and 
impartiality  that  he  has  won  the  entire  confidence  of  both  employer  and  em- 
ployee who  come  in  contact  with  him.  He  is.  moreover,  a  lawyer  of  the  highest 
ability,  and  the  commission  will  necessarily  deal  with  industrial  relations  that 
will  demand  the  presence  upon  the  commission  of  legal  ability  of»  the  first  class. 

Senator  Smoot  possesses,  in  our  judgment,  perhaps  the  largest  fund  of 
practical  industrial  information  of  any  Member  of  the  Senate.  His  work  in 
connection  with  the  tariff,  the  Government  Printing  Office,  etc.,  has  enabled 
him  to  acquire  an  unusual  range  of  information  which  his  large  practical  busi- 
ness experience  enables  him  to  apply. 

Congressman  Moon  is  a  member  of  the  Federal  Employers'  Liability  Com- 
mission and  has  long  been  noted  in  his  public  service  and  private  life  for  his 
keen  interest  in  industrial  affairs,  of  which  his  addresses  give  continuous  evi- 
dence. We  believe  these  three  men  in  the  public  service,  and  especially  Senator 
Sutherland,  are  most  unusually  equipped  for  service  on  this  important  com- 
mission. 

We  shall  be  very  glad  indeed  to  supply  further  lutoTYs^Ww^  t^\*£*Nxv%  ^t- 
ticularly  the  nominees  ot  the  employer  cVaaa.    It  tt.  N*«t*  te*Vro\fcfe  ^%^bb«r^ 
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we  could  readily  supply  evidence  from  ninny  quarters  of  the  country  of  the 
unquestioned  confidence  of  business  men  in  the  nominees  suggested. 

Senator  Reed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  what  you  were  trying  to  do  at 
that  time  was  to  pack  this  commission  with  your  men,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Nothing  of  the  kind,  sir.  We  were  exercising  the  right 
of  petition,  which  every  citizen  of  this  country  possesses,  and  we  did 
it  at  the  express  suggestion  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor. 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  tell  me  on  what  date  this  letter  was  written? 

Mr.  Emery.  What  number  is  it? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  H.  R.  44. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  accompanied  the  preceding  letter,  H.  R.  43.  August 
26,  1912,  is  the  date  there. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  appointed  on  this  commission? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  nominations  are  pending  before  your  committee 
now,  Senator,  I  believe. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  mean,  whom  did  Mr.  Taft  appoint? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh ! 

Senator  Walsh.  President  Taft's  nominations  for  the  commission 
have  never  been  confirmed. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  they  have  not  been  confirmed.  Mr.  Taft  nomi- 
nated the  three  labor  members,  and  those  nominations  are  now  pend- 
ing before  your  committee.  The  three  employer  members  were  Mr. 
Delano,  a  New  York  business  man  whose  name  I  knew  but  can  not 
recall  at  this  moment,  and  Mr.  Schwedtman.  The  three  members 
nominated  from  the  public  at  large  are  a  Mr.  Chandler  of  Connecti- 
cut, and — I  can  not  recall  the  other  two. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  many  of  those  recommended  by  you  were 
nominated  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  One. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Schwedtman;  that  is,  thev  were  recommended  for 

ft 

appointment. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  you  did  not  trv  to  pack  this  commission 
with  your  friends.  I  do  not  care  to  cavil  with  you  about  the  term 
"  pack.'"    Did  you  not  try  to  get  a  majority  of  the  commission  made 

up  of  your  friends  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  made  recommendations  to  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce and  Labor,  in  whose  hands  we  were  informed  the  matter  was 
to  be. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  not  first  try  to  get  three  of  your  most 
earnest  friends,  and  members  of  your  associations,  put  on  to  repre 
sent  the  employers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  will  not  cavil  with  you,  Senator.  I  will  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  we  would  have  been  glad  to  have  had  them  all. 

Senator  Reed.  You  would  have  liked  to  have  picked  them  all,  so 
that  it  would  have  been  perfectly  fair  and  disinterested? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  they  could  have  appointed  three  fairer 
men. 

Senator  Walsh.  Fairer  than  whom  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  three  employers  that  Senator  Reed  referred  to, 
Mr.  Farquhar,  Mr. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Their  names  are  given  in  H.  R.  44. 
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Mr.  Emery  (after  examining  letter).  Mr.  Farquhar,  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man,  Mr.  Trix,  or  Mr.  Metcalf.    There  are  four  we  mentioned  tbve« 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  They  had  all  been  fighting  against  labor  for  many 
years,  had  they  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Pretty  industriously? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir;  they  had  not  all  been 

Senator  Reed.  They  had  all  been  engaged  in  attempting  to  sup- 
press strikes,  had  they  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  As  they  ran  into  them,  I  suppose  they  did. 

Senator  Reed.  They  had  been  contributing  to  the  movement  for 
the  suppression  of  strikes  through  Mulhall  and  Marshall  Gushing 
*ind  others? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  I  do  not  think  they  had. 

Senator  Reed.  They  had  all  been  contributors,  had  they  not,  to  the 
funds  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association  and  the  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  they  were  all  members  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  yes  sir,  but  not  of  the  other;  nor  do  I 
know  whether  they  were  contributors. 

Senator  Reed.  Those  associations,  either  separately  or  together, 
had  been  regularly  paying  Mulhall's  bills,  which  had  been  rendered, 
showing  that  he  was  carrying  upon  his  rolls,  and  paying  out  certain 
sums  of  money  with  great  frequency  to,  men  who  were  designated  as 
union  labor  men? 

Mr.  Emery.  They  had  been  contributing  to  funds  which  had  been 
used  for  that  purpose. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  what  some  of  the  records  would  indicate. 

Senator  Reed.  For  the  other  three  men,  that  is  the  three  men  who 
were  to  represent  the  public,  you  also  desired  to  have  put  on  there 
to  represent  as  laboring  men,  to  represent  the  laboring  interests, 
some  people  who  would  represent  this  organization  that  was  opposed 
to  strikes  and  lockouts — or,  not  lockouts? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  never  opposed  lockouts;  you  were  opposed  to 
strikes  and  boycotts? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  we  opposed  them  all,  I  believe,  including  lock- 
outs. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  thought  that  Mr.  Smoot  and  Mr.  .Suther- 
land, if  they  were  going  to  be  in  Congress,  would  be  the  men  to  repre- 
sent the  third  element  of  the  equation? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  submit  we  were  entitled  to  an  opinion,  Senator, 
which  we  expressed. 

Senator  Reed.  You  wrote  this  letter  dated  .August  20,  which  is 
H.  R.  42? 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  you  pass  from  the  matter  which  you. aye 
on — have  you  given  us  the  date  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  I  say  it  is  dated,  I  thinkr  August  26,  1912.  That 
is,  it  accompanied  the  letter  of  August  26,  1912,  which  precedes  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  know  this  fropa  you.  There  is.a,VAft 
number  of  letters  here,  between  yourself  .and  Air.  ScS^^^W^x^ 

9208— vol  4— 13 55 


3880      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

which  Mr.  Schwedtman  refers  continually  to  the  activities  of  Mr. 
Mulhall. 

Mr.  Emeky.  Sir? 

Senator  Walsh.  You  recall  those  letters? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  at  the  time  you  wrote  this  letter 
commending  Mr.  Schwedtman,  you  knew  that  Schwedtman  knew  of 
the  employment  of  Mulhall,  and  the  character  of  the  activities  he  was 
engaged  in? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  generally  speaking,  I  think  so.  My  interpreta- 
tion of  them  might  be  different  from  that  of  others. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  a  letterpress  copy  of  a 
letter  which  you  produced  to  the  House  committee,  dated  May  15, 
1912,  and  I  will  ask  you  if  you  wrote  that  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  this 
letter  of  May  15,  1912,  which  is  as  follows: 

(H.  R.  40.) 

May  15,  1912. 
Mr.  John  Kibby,  Jr., 

Care  of  Mr.  Clarence  E.  Whitney,  Hartford,  Conn. 

My  Deab  Mb.  Kibbt  :  The  House  passed  the  Clayton  injunction  biU  yesterday 
by  a  vote  of  243  to  31.  Six  answered  "  present"  and  113  did  not  vote.  The  81 
is  a  roll  of  honor  made  up  of  men  who  had  the  nerve  to  stand  In  the  face  of 
the  situation  created.    I  am  giving  you  their  names  on  a  separate  memoranda. 

Moon,  of  Pennsylvania,  and  Sterling,  of  Illinois,  made  splendid  arguments  in 
opposition  to  the  measure.  Moon  making  the  legal  argument  for  the  Republican 
side  and  Sterling  covering  a  point  which  no  other  Member  clearly  got,  and  that 
is  that  the  measure  did  not  alone  withdraw  protection  from  the  property  rights 
of  employers,  but  it  stripped  workmen  of  the  right  to  the  protection  of  their 
most  valuable  personal  and  property  rights.  Davis,  of  West  Virginia,  made  the 
only  argument  on  the  Democratic  side.  The  remainder  of  the  discussion  by 
the  Democrats,  especially  including  the  opening  statement  of  Clayton,  chairman 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  was  a  masterly  exhibition  of  ignorance  ami  dem- 
agogy. 

Moon  asked  leave  to  print  my  argument  before  the  Judiciary  Committee  as  a 
part  of  his  argument,  but  Mr.  Clayton  stated  that  while  he  did  not  object  he 
wished  the  House  to  understand  that  I  was  the  attorney  for  large  corporate  in- 
terests who  had  opposed  the  bill.  Indeed,  he  thought  he  said  "  That  in  a  nigh 
sense  of  the  word  Mr.  Emery  might  be  said  to  be  the  lobby  representing  the 
opposition  to  this  bill."  Mr.  Moon  and  ex-Speaker  Cannon  took  immediate  ex- 
ception to  Clayton's  remarks,  upon  which  Mr.  Clay  Ion  said  he  did  not  mean  to 
reflect  upon  me,  that  he  had  the  highest  regard  for  me  personally  and  for  my 
legal  ability,  but  disagreed  with  me  utterly.  Mr.  Cannon  wanted  to  know  if 
Mr.  Clayton  meant  to  intimate  that  I  ought  not  to  appear  in  opposition  to  his 
measure.  Clayton  said  he  did  not,  upon  which  Mr.  Cannon  declared  he  thought 
it  was  high  time  that  some  one  with  the  requisite  qualifications  did  appear  in 
opposition  to  such  measures. 

Several  of  the  Democrats  came  up  to  where  I  was  In  the  gallery  and  ex- 
pressed their  regret  at  Clayton's  remarks,  and  said  they  would  get  him  to  ex- 
clude them  from  the  Record.  They  do  not  appear  in  the  Record  this  morning; 
so  I  assume  that  he  cut  them  out. 

I  wanted  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  after  our  discussion  during 
your  presence  here  I  made  arrangements  to  get  a  new  machine,  and  have 
secured  it.  Will  you  kindly  instruct  Mr.  Bird  to  send  me  a  voucher  for  $500; 
which  was  agreed  to  be  a  proper  contribution  to  the  council  for  this 
I  will  appreciate  prompt  action  from  Mr.  Bird  in  this  matter,  as  the 
ture  has  made  me  somewhat  short 

I  regret  greatly  that  I  can  not  be  with  you  at  Hartford,  as  I  had  hoped 'to 

be  but  for  a  number  of  matters  here  that  I  must  conclude  before  leaving  for 

New  York,  and  I  am  anxious  to  tie  everything  un  here  as  much  as  possible,  so 
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that  with  a  clear  conscience  I  may  get  a  little  rest  at  the  club  immediately 
after  the  convention,  as  I  told  you  I  wished  to. 

Moon  is  making  every  effort  to  attend  the  banquet.  He  told  me  he  misunder- 
stood the  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  that  letter  is  already  printed  in  full  in 
the  record.    That  is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  printed  in  the  House  hearings. 

The  Chairman.  It  has  not  been  printed  in  our  record. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  it  is  in  our  record. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  one  of  the  letters  which  Senator  Reed  read  here 
on  the  day  of  our  discussion. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  parts  of  it.  It  was  read  under  objection, 
and  you  challenged  my  right  to  read  it  then  because  it  had  not  been 
identified. 

I  will  continue  reading  this  letter,  as  follows : 

Moon  is  making  every  effort  to  attend  the  banquet.  He  told  me  he  misunder- 
stood the  date,  and  I  may  take  him  along  with  Fordney,  when  we  may  get  a 
few  remarks  out  of  him  if  you  wish  it.  He  deserves  well  of  the  association 
for  the  way  he  has  stood  up  through  this  entire  matter. 

Now  I  want  to  ask  you  if  this  paper,  marked  H.  R.  41,  and  headed 
"  Members  of  Congress  who  have  voted  against  Clayton  bill,"  is  that 
roll  of  honor  referred  to  in  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir,  I  think  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  fact  that 
this  roll  of  honor  contains  the  name  of  Reuben  O.  Moon. 

Now  I  ask  you  if  you  wrote  the  letter  dated  August  20,  1912,  to 
Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir.  Will  you  give  me 
the  number  of  that,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  H.  R.  42.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  this  statement.  I  begin  at  the  second  paragraph  as  it  appears  in 
the  House  print: 

I  feel  greatly  concerned  over  the  appointment  of  the  Industrial  Commission 
which  the  bill  that  has  now  passed  Congress  provides,  for  it  consists  of  nine 
members,  three  to  represent  organized  labor  and  three  employers. 

You  did  in  that  letter  recognize  the  fact  that  there  were  to  be  three 
to  represent  labor  and  three  to  represent  employers? 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  further  from  this  letter: 

The  other  three  may  be  anything  the  President  chooses.  Naturally  our  labor 
friends  will  endeavor  to  do  all  they  can  to  influence  the  six  places  outside  their 
own  representatives.  This  commission  has  tremendous  power,  and  will  be,  In 
fact  a  universal  smelling  committee  with  the  authority  to  stick  its  nose  Into 
everybody's  business,  and  the  socialistlcally  inclined  will  press  this  matter  and 
endeavor  to  see  that  it  is  constituted  of  men  with  exceedingly  long  noses,  with 
highly  developed  powers  for  detecting  strange  odors.  We  ought  to  come  as 
near  as  we  can  to  naming  at  least  two,  if  not  three,  members  of  that  committee. 
They  ought  to  be  men  experienced  In  Industrial  matters,  with  a  broad,  generous 
viewpoint,  tactful,  and  good  mixers,  but  as  firm  as  rock  in  their  principles.  I 
think  Charlie  Schwedtman  would  be  an  excellent  man  for  one  of  these,  and 
he  would  be  highly  qualified  from  a  business  standpoint,  as  I  understand  that 
within  a  couple  of  weeks  he  is  .to  become  vice  president  an4  manager  of  Miles's 
plant — 

Mr.  Emery.  Of  "  the  Miles  plant,"  it  is. 
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Senator  Seed.  "  The  Miles  plant,"  yes.    I  read  again : 

I  think  Charlie  Schwedtman  would  be  an  excellent  man  for  one  of  these,  and 
he  would  be  highly  qualified  from  a  business  standpoint,  as  I  understand  that 
within  a  couple  of  weeks  he  is  to  become  vice  president  and  manager  of  the 
Miles  plant,  with  6,000  men  under  him.  I  should  like  to  serve  on  that  com- 
mission myself,  but  I  feel  it  would  be  utterly  impossible,  since  I  do  not  think 
it  could  be  done  unless  I  severed  all  relations  with  the  association.  It  would 
look  too  much  like  appointing  an  attorney  for  a  special  interest  to  protect  that 
interest. 

Of  course  you  did  not  think,  at  all,  that  Schwedtman  would  be 
there  to  protect  that  interest,  the  same  as  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  I  thought  he  was  entitled  to. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  Organized  labor  was  to  have  three  members  to  take 
care  of  its  interest.  Why  not  the  business  men  of  the  country  to  pro- 
tect theirs? 

Senator  Reed.  Why  -did  you  not  boldly  come  out  and  ask  for  it,  as 
the  attorney  of  that  interest? 

Mr.  Emery.  Because  I  would  not  do  that.  Pardon  me,  Senator;  I 
should  say,  if  you  will  permit  me,  since  you  are  reading  my  letter, 
and  I  suppose  I  have  a  right  to  explain  its  contents,  that  it  was  sug- 
gested that  my  name  should  be  proposed,  and  I  objected  to  anything 
of  the  kind  being  done. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  suggested  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  now  recall,  but  I  had  letters  from  several 
sources  suggesting  it. 

Senator  Reed.  There  were  other  members,  then,  of  your  associa- 
tion who  did  not  for  a  minute  think  that  it  would  be  improper  to 
have  a  man  engaged  as  you  were,  distinctly  on  one  side  or the  case, 
put  on  that  board? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  more  improper  than  to  put  Mr.  O'Connell,  who 
was  a -legislative  committeeman  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
on  that  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  discussing  labor  men. 

Mr.  Emery.  Or  any  other. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  discussing  this  commission,  and  in  endeavor- 
ing to  get  a  fair  commission  it  seems  to  me  he  was  right  to  go  outside 
of  all  you  gentlemen,  but  we  will  not  discuss  that.  That  >  is  what  the 
President  did. 

I  continue  reading  from  this : 

We  shall  have  to  appear  before  the  commission  probably  at  great  length.  It 
can  cause  a  vast  deal  of  trouble,  and  the  opinion  which  it  will  express/will  have 
a  great  deal  of  effect  on  the  public.  If  it  were  fairly  constituted,  it  might 
result  in  providing  a  surprising  search-light  when  turned  on  labor  conditions. 

I  hope  to  see  Congress  out  of  the  way  within  ten  days  and  I  trust  in  tbe 
meantime  we  shall  be  able  to  adjust  the  organization  feature  of  the  Poet  Office 
appropriation  bill  and  put  the  Department  of  Labor  bill  over  until  next  ses- 
sion. 

It  was  very  hot  and  unpleasant  in  New  York,  and  is  worse  here  now. 

You  wrote  the  letter  of  August  26,  1912,  to  Mr.  Kirby,  which. I 
hand  you,  did  von  not? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examination.)  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  spoke  of  a  banquet  that  Mr.  Moon  attended. 
What  banquet  was  that? 
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Mr.  Emery.  That  was  the  annual  dinner  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  at  which  he  had  been  invited  to  be  a' 
speaker. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  letter: 

(H.  R.  43.) 

August  26.  1912. 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

Reibold  Building,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mb.  Kibby:  I  received  your  wire  Sunday  morning  and  was  antici- 
pating the  very  action  you  suggested.  I  mailed  the  matter  to  Lewis  Sunday 
morning.  I  am  inclosing  a  suggestive  outline  for  letter  to  Secretary  Nagel 
respecting  nominations  for  the  industrial  commission.  With  respect  to  Far- 
quhar,  Trix,  and  Metcalf,  I  find  I  am  not  able  to  make  a  statement  of  par- 
ticulars with  respect  to  their  business  connections.  I  have  telegraphed  John 
Whirl  to  ask  Trix  if  he  would  serve,  if  appointed,  and  to  urge  him  to  do  so, 
and  requested  him  likewise  to  send  you  such  information  as  he  can  that  would 
be  useful  in  nominating  Mr.  Trix,  and  likewise  stir  up  Michigan  Senators  if 
Trix  will  accept.  I  have  also  written  Mr.  Bryce  and  sent  a  copy  of  the  note 
to  Mr.  Hawk  in  order  to  get  information  with  respect  to  him  for  the  same 
purposes. 

I  suggest  that  you  do  not  write  Nagel  until  the  end  of  this  week,  but  not 
later.  This  will  give  you  opportunity  to  go  over  in  your  own  mind  possible 
nominations.  I  would  not  hesitate  if  I  were  you  to  recommend  8  or  10  names, 
but  I  should  hardly  go  beyond  that. 

I  intended  to  get  a  bulletin  in  shape  to-day  and  have  it  outlined,  but  will 
not  undertake  to  present  it  for  consideration  until  to-morrow,  as  Congress 
may  turn  something  over  to-day  and  it  would  not  be  safe  to  let  it  go  out  of  my 
hands  until  I  was  sure  of  adjournment. 

I  omit  a  part  of  this,  and  continue. 

Do  not  forget  the  three  divisions  into  which  membership  in  the  industrial 
commission  is  divided,  and  specify  the  class  to  which  you  nominate  any  indi- 
vidual suggested. 

As  I  understand  you,  then,  you  admit  that  vou  tried  to  influence 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor,  Mr.  Nagel,  first  to  appoint 
three  of  your  men  that  you  knew  had  been  actively  engaged  in  con- 
troversies against  union  labor?    You  admit  that,  do  you? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  whether  your  description  is  accurate, 
Senator.  I  will  admit  that  I  tried  to  the  extent  indicated  in  the  letter 
to  influence  him  with  reference  to  these  four  men,  but  I  do  not  agree 
to  your  description  of  the  individuals. 

Senator  Reed.  You  have  already  said  they  had  been  actively  en- 
gaged in  controversies  with  union  labor. 

Mr.  Emert.  No,  I  did  not  say  that.  I  do  not  know  that  Mr. 
Farquhar  ever  had  a  controversy  with  union  labor. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  sought  to  get  Mr.  Moon  on,  whom  you 
put  on  the  roll  of  honor  because  he  voted  as  your  organization 
wanted  him  to  vote  in  Congress? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  put  him  on  the  roll  of  honor.  His 
conduct — his  own  acts — put  him  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well;  but  he  did  some  certain  things,  and  then 
you  made  up  a  roll  of  honor.  You  called  it  the  roll  of  honor,  did 
you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  put  the  names* on  it,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  names  of  31  men  who  voted  against  that  bilL  I 
called  it  the  roll  of  honor. 
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Senator  Reed.  You  made  it  up,  and  you  did  put  hfe  name  on  it, 
did  you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  did  just  what  I  said  a  moment  ago.  You 
put  nim  on  your  roll  of  honor. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  wish  to  say  it. 

Senator  Reed.  You  wanted  him  put  on  this  commission.  I  have 
asked  you  about  some  of  the  others.  I  will  not  take  more  time  with 
it;  but  with  regard  to  the  workmen's  compensation  act  which  was 
here  before  Congress,  you  refer  to  that  in  this  letter,  and  you  speak 
of 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me,  Senator.  I  trust  you  will  indicate  for 
the  purposes  of  the  record  that  your  questions  which  were  asked  wi,th 
reference  to  the  organization  of  the  employers'  liability  commission, 
and  for  the  purpose  about  which  you  began  to  question  me  on  this 
letter,  that  these  were  not  written  for  the  purpose  of  affecting  it  in 
any  way. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  no,  at  the  time  this  letter  was  written  the  em- 
ployers' liability  committee  had  already  been  organized. 

Mr.  Emery.  And  had  reported  to  the  Senate,  I  imagine.  I  wanted 
to  distinguish  between  that  and  this. 

Senator  Reed.  You  refer  to  Senator  Sutherland,  because  of  his  con- 
nection with  that  committee? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  order  that  we  may  not  be 
confused  here,  let  me  say  that  Senator  Sutherland  was  chairman  of 
that  commission.  It  was  not  a  committee  at  all,  and  long  before 
either  of  those  letters  was  written,  that  commission  had  made  its 
report. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  the  bill  had  been  introduced  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  Senate,  and  I  can  not  recall 
just  what  time  the  Judiciary  Committee  made  its  report,  but  possibly 
it  was  before  either  of  these  letters  was  written ;  ana  I  think  the  bill 
had  been  considered  in  the  Senate  before  that  time,  although  I  am  not 
sure  about  the  date. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  has  made  that  statement, 
because  it  is  very  clear ;  but  that  was  my  understanding,  in  substance. 
I  may  have  used  the  term  "  committee  *  when  I  should  have  used  the 
term  "  commission."  Now,  when  you  appeared  before  that  commis- 
sion of  Congress  of  which  Senator  Sutherland  was  the  chairman 

Mr.  Emery.  The  employers'  liability  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  think  it  had  any  such  name.  I  may 
be  wrong  about  that.  But  it  was  a  commission  to  consider  the 
workmeirs  compensation  act    That  is  not  a  liability  act  at  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Compensation. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  it  was  called  by  that  name. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  it  was  called  the  workmen's  compensa- 
tion commission. 

Senator  Reed.  We  all  refer  to  the  same  thing.  It  was  the  com- 
mission of  which  Senator  Sutherland  was  the  chairman.  They  had 
long  hearings. 
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Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  commission  was  composed  of  men  selected 
by  the  President 

Mr.  Emery.  By  the  Speaker  of  the  House. 

Senator  Cummins.  By  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  the  President 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  The  President  of  the  Senate  appointed  three,  and 
I  think  the  Speaker  of  the  House  appointed  five. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  the  President  did  appoint  part  of  that 
commission.  For  instance,  Mr.  W.  C.  Brown,  president  of  the  New 
York  Central  Railroad,  was  upon  that  commission,  and  I  do  not 
think  either  the  President  of  the  Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
appointed  him.  I  think  there  were  some  members  who  were  ap- 
pointed by  the  President. 

Mr.  Emery.  Three,  sir. 

The  Chairman:  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Cease  and  Mr.  W.  C.  Brown  were  two  I  know  of. 
There  were  six  members,  if  I  remember  right,  two  appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  Senate,  two  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  and  two 
by  the  President 

Senator  Reed.  One  edited  a  trade  paper  of  some  kind,  and  one  of 
them  was  the  president  of  the  New  York  Central  Railroad.  The 
third  one  has  passed  from  my  recollection  for  the  moment,  but  that 
is  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  my  question  which  I  want  to  ask. 
When  you  appeared  beiore  that  commission,  did  you  urge  that  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  about  to  be  drawn  should  include  employees 
other  than  railway  employees? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  urge  that  they  should  include  the  em- 
ployees of  all  concerns  engaged  in  interstate  commerce? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  had  serious  doubts  about  whether  that  could 
be  done,  and  I  would  not  without  the  record  undertake  to  reproduce 
my  statement  on  that  subject  I  referred  to  certain  types  that  I 
believed  it  should  be  applied  to. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  what  types  they  were? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  remember  the  illustrations  I  used;  that  there  were  a 
number  of  corporations  engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  who  con- 
ducted steamship  lines,  or  in  other  words,  had  carriers  of  their  own, 
or  whose  relations  with  the  carriers  on  which  they  loaded  their  com- 
modities directly  from  the  factory  made  them,  I  thought,  a  link  in 
interstate  commerce  to  whom  it  should  be  applied. 

Senator  Reed.  You  think  you  limited  your  requests  to  concerns, 
other  than  railroad  concerns,  which  were  actually  common  and  public 
carriers  in  some  way  of  interstate  commerce? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  that  would  describe  it,  Senator.  I  undertook 
to  specify  it  in  the  argument. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you,  during  the  time  this  bill  was  in  prepara- 
tion, have  any  conferences  with  any  members  of  the  commission? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir,  none  except  those  which  took  place  in  meeting 
rooms. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  any  conferences  with  Mr.  Brown,  the 
president  of  the  New  York  Central  Railroad? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  have  any  conferences  with  the  men  who 
were  hefe  representing-  labor  organizations,  did  you? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  had  a  number  of  talks  with  them,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  With  whom  did  you  talk? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  talked  with  Mr.  Holder,  representing  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  and  I  can  not  recall  the  name  of  the  man  repre- 
senting the  railway  employees'  organization. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Fuller? 

Mr*.  Emery.  No,  sir,  not  Mr.  Fuller. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Wills  represented  the  Brotherhood  of  Lo- 
comotive Engineers — Herman  E.  Wills. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  I  had  some  talk.  I  do  not  remember  the  dis- 
cussion with  Mr.  Wills.  The  one  I  talked  to  was  the  one  who  made 
the  argument  before  the  commission,  which  impressed  me  vei*y  much. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Garretson? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  Mr.  Lee  is  the  man. 

Senator  Cummins.  Of  the  railway  conductors? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  name  of  Mr.  Lee  is  the  name  that  occurs  to  me 
now. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  any  of  these  gentlemen  whom  you  have  named 
ever  at  vour  office? 

Mr.  £mery.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  did  you  meet  them? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  met  them  in  the  committee  room  when  the  argument 
was  taking  place,  and  we  discussed  these  different  phases  in  which  we 
felt  a  common  interest. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  you  felt  a  common  interest.  Did  you  feel 
that  you  had  on  this  occasion  a  common  interest  with  the  men  who 
represented  the  labor  organizations? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  able,  as  representing  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  and  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense,  to  agree  with  these  representatives  of  organized  labor  in 
regard  to  the  terms  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  did  not  discuss  the  terms  of  the  bill,  Senator.  We 
discussed  the  general  principles  of  workmen's  compensation  as  a 
substitute  for  employers'  liability. 

Senator  Reed.  But  did  you  discuss  the  matter  merely  as  a  matter 
of  whether  there  should  be  some  bill,  or  did  you  discuss  the  kind  of 
bill  that  should  be  prepared? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say  we  did  not  discuss  the  bill,  Senator.  We  dis- 
cussed different  features  of  the  argument  that  was  being  made  there^ 
or  the  evidence,  and  the  questions  which  naturally  arose  out  of  it. 
I  had  just  come  back  from  Europe 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  find  yourself  in  harmony  with  these  repre- 
sentatives of  organized  labor? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  on  a  good  many  things. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  not  a  little  surprised  to  find  that  you  and 
organized  labor  were  getting  together? 

Mr.  Emery.  Not  at  all.     We  have  often  been  together.  # 

Senator  Reed.  And  have  you  generally  been  pretty  friendly? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  have  known  Mr.  Holder  very  well,  sir,  and  have  had 
a  great  admiration  for  his  ability  and  force. 
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Senator  Reed.  Who  is  Mr.  Holder? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Holder  is  one  of  the  legislative  committeemen  of 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  say  you  have  known  him  a  long  while,  and 
have  had  an  admiration  for  him  ?. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  Have  met  him  frequently  in  arguments  before 
committees;  both  Mr.  Holder  and  Mr.  Moffatt,  and  others. 

Senator  Reed.  Had  you  agreed  with  him  before  this  time  when 
you  got  together  on  this  commission? 

Mr.  Emery.  Had  we  what? 

Senator  Reed.  Had  you  been  able  to  agree  before  you  got  together 
on  this  commission  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  On  that  subject,  I  think,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  So  you  found  for  once  that  your  views  with  regard 
to  this  important  matter  were  largely  in  harmony  with  the  views  of 
Mr.  Holder  and  Mr.  Garretson,  and  Mr.  Lee? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  have  any  extensive  talk  with  Mr.  Garretson. 
I  know  that  I  was  very  much  impressed  with  Mr.  Lee's  address.  I 
spoke  to  him  about  it  afterwards,  and  Mr.  Holder  and  I  had  a  number 
of  ^  conversations,  and  I  gave  him  a  copy  of  the  book  which  is  in 
evidence  here. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  vou  get  down  to  the  matter  of  details  about 
this  bill? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Its  general  plan? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  it  you  were  talking  about  with  Mr. 
Lee?  Was  it  about  the  question  of  whether  there  should  be  a  com- 
pensation act? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir.  I  took  part  in  this  argument  simply  because 
we  had  made  reports,  as  the  result  of  our  European  investigation,  of 
certain  general  principles  that  we  thought  ought  to  be  embodied  in 
the  compensation  bill;  and  if  you  will  allow  me  just  a  moment  to  go 
into  detail,  I  thought  that  the  language  of  liability  which  appeared 
in  the  English  legislation,  and  which  was  appearing  throughout  this 
country  in  the  State  legislation,  imported  a  liabilty  other  than  the 
one  which  legislation  here  desired  to  create;  and  I  think  I  addressed 
my  argument  largely  to  the  danger  of  incorporating  in  the  bill  here 
the  language  of  liability  existing  in  the  English  statute.  I  went  on 
to  illustrate  that  at  length,  by  the  various  English  decisions  on  these 
subjects,  to  show  the  character  of  liability  which  would  be  created. 

Senator  Reed.  To  get  that  a  little  plainer,  you  mean  this,  do  you 
not,  that  in  the  English  liability  act  or  compensation  act  there  were 
preserved  to  an  injured  man,  first  his  rights  at  law  if  he  wanted  to 
exercise  them.  That  was  the  liability.  If  he  did  not  exercise  them, 
he  then  came  in  under  the  compensation  clause.  Now,  you  wanted  to 
cut  out  that  liability  altogether,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,*  I  .favored  what  we  termed  the  compulsory,  as  dis- 
tinguished from  an  elective  act. 

Senator  Reed.  You  favored  making  a  man  who  was  hurt  accept  the 
terms  of  the  compensation  act? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  to  take  compensation  in  Ivovi  Qt\S»fcSc&^\ 
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Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  been  for  some  time  trying  to  find  the  author 
of  that  interesting  section  in  that  bill,  and  I  guess  I  have  found  him 
now. 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  you  have  not  I  can  not  claim  that  honor.  I 
would  be  very  glad  to  acknowledge  it  if  I  could. 

Senator  Cummins.  There  have  been  a  great  many  men  in  favor  of 
that  principle  for  a  very  long  time.  I  hope  you  will  not  get  into 
any  argument  with  regard  to  the  merits  of  compensation  as  distin- 
guished from  liability,  because  there  is  a  good  deal  of  difference  of 
opinion  among  men  about  it 

Senator  Keed.  I  will  not  get  into  an  argument  about  it,  Senator. 

You  did  take  that  position.  Did  Mr.  Lee  agree  with  you  on  that 
position  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  discussed  that  with  Mr.  Lee. 
I  do  not  think  I  did.  As  I  say,  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Lee  simply 
followed  his  argument,  in  which  I  was  very  much  interested,  ana  I 
complimented  him  on  it,  and  engaged  in  some  general  discussion  with 
him. 

Senator  Reed.  During  your  attendance  upon  this  meeting,  did  you 
learn  that  the  railroad  companies  were  also  in  favor  of  substituting 
compensation  for  liability  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  found  the  greatest  difference  of  opinion  among 
them. 

Senator  Reed.  You  found  Mr.  Brown,  who  was  on  the  committee, 
in  favor  of  that,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Brown.  I  never  discussed  the 
matter  with  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  not  express  that  opinion? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Brown  was  not  present  at  any  meeting  of  the 
committee  which  I  attended. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Mr.  Ralph  Richards,  the  claim  agent — : — 

Mr.  Emery.  You  are  speaking  of  members  of  the  commission.  Mr. 
Brown  was  a  member  of  the  commission,  but  he  did  not  happen  to  be 
present  at  any  meeting  I  attended,  although  I  attended  a  number. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  notice  that  Mr.  Ralph  Richards,  the  claim 
agent,  was  there  to  represent  him  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Richards.  I  talked  with  a  great 
number  of  railway  counsel  who  were  present  there  and  made  argu- 
ments. 

Senator  Reed.  You  made  an  argument  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Against  giving  the  workman  who  was  injured  the 
double  right,  or  the  optional  right,  either  to  go  in  under  the  com- 
pensation clause  or  to  sue  at  law  for  the  legal  liability  that  existed? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  I  did.  I  think  that  was  included  in  my  argu- 
ment. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  associations,  taken  altogether,  had  been  some- 
what active  for  some  time  in  promoting  a  compensation  act? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  reason  for  that  was  what?  What  was  it  that 
started  your  association  at  work  for  a  compensation  act? 
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Mr.  Emery.  It  grew  up  out  of  the  circumstances  of  industrial  life. 

Senator  Reed.  You  mean  that  your  people  were  getting  sued  a 
great  deal,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  many  of  them  were. 

Senator  Reed.  And  in  order  to  get  away  from  these  lawsuits,  which 
were  a  constant  harassment,  of  course  you  thought  that  a  com- 
pensation act  drawn  in  the  right  way  would  be  better  for  you  than 
the  harassment  of  constant  litigation. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  was  undoubtedly  one  inducement,  but  only  one 
of  many.  There  were  a  great  many,  because  there  were  many  men 
of  many  minds,  and  this  discussion  was  going  on  all  over  the  coun- 
try, and  the  thing  was  very  fully  discussed.  In  one  of  our  conven- 
tions, in  1909  or  1908,  I  do  not  remember  which,  I  know  we  gave  an 
entire  day  to  this  discussion,  and  a  great  variety  of  opinions  were 
expressed,  some  for  it  and  some  against  it,  and  all  sorts  of  views  and 
ideas.  Our  investigation  of  the  subject  grew  out  of  the  very  fact  that 
our  association  was  divided,  as  were  many  of  the  organizations  all 
over  the  country ;  and  they  authorized  this  investigation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  the  practical  operation  of  this  legislation  abroad, 
and  whether  or  not  the  principles  of  compensation  which  had  been 
worked  out  in  Europe  could  be  applied  to  American  conditions,  and 
if  so  in  what  way. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  "  our  association."  Which  association  have 
you  in  mind,  and  which  do  you  now  refer  to,  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  refer  to  all  the  associations.  The  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  took  a  very  leading  part. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  sent  you  to  Europe* 

Mr.  Emery.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  did  not  go  as  the  representative  of  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  part,  sir.  They  paid  my  retainer,  and  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers  paid  my  expenses. 

Senator  Reed.  When  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense 
acted  and  sent  you  there,  you  do  not  mean  to  say  the  members  had  a 
vote  on  it,  but  you  mean  to  say  that  the  president  of  the  council, 
after  talking  with  you,  agreed  it  was  a  good  thing  for  you  to  go,  and 
you  went? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  constitutes  the  action  on  the  part  of  that 

council? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
had  the  same  man  for  president,  had  they  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  the  president  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Reed.  So  the  amount  of  it  is  that  Mr.  Kirby  and  you 
talked  it  over,  and  you  went  over  there? 

Mr.  Emery.  Well,  that  is  not  an  accurate  characterization,  but  it 
will  pass. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  moving  cause  in  your 
mind,  and  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Kirby  as  disclosed  b^  V^%  wcs«s»r 
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Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  approve  of  Mr.  Schwedtman's  expres- 
sion there  ? 


Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  in  there 

Senator  Walsh.  That  met  your  disapproval  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  in  there  that  is  not  per- 
fectly proper,  when  understood  as  it  was  written. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  find  anything  in  there  that  is  difficult  to 
comprehend  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  what  your  comprehension  is,  Senator. 
If  ^ou  will  ask  any  specific  question,  I  will  endeavor  to  answer  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  asked  a  specific  question,  as  to  whether  the 
sentiments  expressed  in  that  letter  meet  your  approval  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  might  differ  as  to  what  they  mean. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  not  venturing  my  own  opinion ;  I  am  asking 
yours. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  met  your  approval? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  so,  at  the  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  was  nothing,  in  your  judgment,  that  in  any 
way  indicated  Mr.  Schwedtman's  unfitness  for  this  place  on  this 
Industrial  Commission? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  possibility  of  raising  money  among  the 
brewers  of  the  country,  for  the  purpose  of  helping  Mr.  Jenkins  to  get 
a  nomination  up  in  the  northwestern  district  of  Wisconsin,  you  were 
perfectly  willing  to  approve  and  join  in? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  there  are  circumstances  under  which  they 
might  have  been  asked  to  contribute  to  such  a  campaign  without  any 
implication  either  on  the  candidate  or  individual  who  made  the  solici- 
tation. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  yes;  but  whatever  the  circumstances  were, 
they  were  known  to  you.  You  were  concurring  in  the  proposal  sug- 
gested here? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  of  any  concurrence.  If  you  have  my 
answer  to  that  letter,  I  will  be  glad  to  have  it  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  Never  mind  about  the  answer.  I  am  speaking 
about  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Whether  you  concurred  or  not,  you  saw  nothing 
improper  in  the  entertaining  of  that  project  by  Mr.  Schwedtmanf 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  I  knew  nothing  in  Mr.  Schwedtman's  mind  that 
made  his  proposal,  as  I  thought  he  meant  it,  improper. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  found  nothing  improper  in  his  purpose 
there  to  get  this  man  McEldowney,  a  man  of  infinite  gpll  and  not  air, 
to  go  around  and  gjive  some  money  to  the  Scandinavian,  that  news- 

Japer  down  in  Chicago,  for  the  purpose  of  helping  out  in  Judge 
enkins's  district? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  recognize  any  connection  between  Mr.  Mc- 
Eldowney and  the  money  mentioned  in  that  letter. 
Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  read  it  to  you. 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  It  says : 

In  further  following  up  the  publicity  efforts,  do  you  think  that  It  would  be 
advisable  to  get  in  touch  with  the  Chicago  man  ^rtao  ip^fe  wash  excellent  service 
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during  the  Chicago  convention  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  Mr.  Mc- 
Eldowney.  I  am  afraid  that  he  is  tied  to  a  man  by  the  name  of  Moon.  You 
will  remember  he  was  talking  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  while  you  and  I  were  present 
a  year  or  so  ago  in  Chicago.  He  amounts  to  nothing  in  my  opinion,  but  has 
any  amount  of  hot  air  and  gall.  You  seem  to  be  very  close  to  Mr.  McEldowney, 
and  if  through  his  efforts  we  could  influence  the  attitude  of  the  Scandinavian  we 
should  be  willing  to  pay  for  it 

Mr.  Emeky.  I  do  not  understand  that  that  referred  to  the  use  of 
money  with  respect  to  the  Scandinavian.  I  understood  it  referred 
to  the  employment  of  Mr.  McEldowney  for  publicity  purposes. 

Senator  Walsh.  "  We  should  be  willing  to  pay  for  it,  refers  to 
the  payment  to  McEldowney  and  not  to  the  payment  to  the  Scandi- 
navian ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  what  I  thought  he  meant  in  discussing  the 
employment  of  McEldowney,  who  was  publicity  man  in  Chicago, 
and  during  the  convention  which  he  was  doing  there,  he  had  handled 
the  press  end;  that  is,  he  had  prepared  daily  accounts  of  the  con- 
vention and  distributed  them  among  members  of  the  press  for  publi- 
cation. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  understood  that  to  mean,  not  the  payment  of 
anything  to  the  Scandinavian,  but  the  payment  of  something  to  Mr. 
McEldowney  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes ;  that  is  what  I  thought  it  meant. 

Senator  Walsh.  At  any  rate,  in  your  view,  there  was  nothing  in 
that  to  suggest  to  you  the  impropriety  of  naming  a  man  who  was 
willing  to  resort  to  methods  of  that  character  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  agree  with  you  as  to  the  methods,  sir,  to 
which  he  resorted. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  not  expressed  any  view. 

Mr.  Emery.  But  you  are  implying.  My  mind  does  not  carry  the 
implication  that  lies  in  your  question. 

Senator  Walsh.  Whatever  I  do,  you  do  not  find  anything  in  it 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  what  implication  you  are  carrying.  If 
you  will  express  it,  I  will  answer  your  question,  gladly. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  not  expressing  any  implication.  I  am  ask- 
ing you  this  question :  You  are  not  keen  enough  to  discover  in  that 
anything  that  seems  to  you  improper  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  am  awkward-minded  enough  not  to  see  what 
you  see. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  did  you  suppose  the  money  that  was  to  be 
gathered  up  from  the  brewers  around  the  country,  was  to  be  used  for 
up  in  Judge  Jenkins's  district  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  have  any  very  definite  idea.  That  matter 
occurred  a  long  time  ago,  Senator,  and  all  the  suggestion  I  find  in  it  is 
that  perhaps  some  of  the  brewery  interests  in  Judge  Jenkins's  dis- 
trict—— 

Senator  Walsh.  But  there  were  no  brewery  interests  in  Judge 
Jenkins'?  district. 

Mr.  Emery.  In  other  districts,  then — would  contribute  to  the  sup- 
port of  his  nomination  because  he  had  taken  some  position  that  was 
in  harmony  with  the  position  they  had  stood  for  in  Congress.  I  be- 
lieve he  had  taken  some  position  against  prohibition  legislation,  or 
something  of  that  kind.  I  have  always  supposed  that  an  individual 
could  contribute  toward  the  support  of  a  man  who  was  nominAta&'tsst 
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Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  approve  of  Mr.  jSchwedtman's  expres- 
sion there? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  in  there 

Senator  Walsh.  That  met  your  disapproval  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  in  there  that  is  not  per- 
fectly proper,  when  understood  as  it  was  written. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  find  anything  in  there  that  is  difficult  to 
comprehend  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  what  your  comprehension  is,  Senator. 
If  ^ou  will  ask  any  specific  question,  I  will  endeavor  to  answer  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  asked  a  specific  question,  as  to  whether  the 
sentiments  expressed  in  that  letter  meet  your  approval? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  might  differ  as  to  what  they  mean. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  not  venturing  my  own  opinion ;  I  am  asking 
yours. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  met  your  approval? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  so,  at  the  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  was  nothing,  in  your  judgment,  that  in  any 
way  indicated  Mr.  Schwedtman's  unfitness  for  fliis  place  on  this 
Industrial  Commission? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  possibility  of  raising  money  among  the 
brewers  of  the  country,  for  the  purpose  of  helping  Mr.  Jenkins  to  get 
a  nomination  up  in  the  northwestern  district  of  Wisconsin,  you  were 
perfectly  willing  to  approve  and  join  in? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  there  are  circumstances  under  which  they 
might  have  been  asked  to  contribute  to  such  a  campaign  without  any 
implication  either  on  the  candidate  or  individual  who  made  the  solici- 
tation. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  yes;  but  whatever  the  circumstances  were, 
they  were  known  to  you.  You  were  concurring  in  the  proposal  sug- 
gested here? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  of  any  concurrence.  If  you  have  my 
answer  to  that  letter,  I  will  be  glad  to  have  it  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  Never  mind  about  the  answer.  I  am  speaking 
about  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Whether  you  concurred  or  not,  you  saw  nothing 
improper  in  the  entertaining  of  that  project  by  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  ;  I  knew  nothing  in  Mr.  Schwedtman's  mind  that 
made  his  proposal,  as  I  thought  he  meant  it,  improper. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  found  nothing  improper  in  his  purpose 
there  to  get  this  man  McEldowney,  a  man  of  infinite  gall  and  not  air, 
to  go  around  and  gjive  some  money  to  the  Scandinavian,  that  news- 

Saper  down  in  Chicago,  for  the  purpose  of  helping  out  in  Judge 
enkins's  district? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  recognize  any  connection  between  Mr.  Mc- 
Eldowney and  the  money  mentioned  in  that  letter. 
Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  read  it  to  you. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir.  m(i 

Senator  Walsh.  It  says : 

In  further  following  up  the  publicity  efforts,  do  you  think  that  it  would  be 
advisable  to  get  in  touch  with  the  Chicago  man  -?rtio  «ks*  wash  excellent  seryice 
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during  the  Chicago  convention  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  Mr.  Mc- 
Eldowney.  I  am  afraid  that  he  is  tied  to  a  man  by  the  name  of  Moon.  You 
will  remember  he  was  talking  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  while  you  and  I  were  present 
a  year  or  so  ago  in  Chicago.  He  amounts  to  nothing  in  my  opinion,  but  has 
any  amount  of  hot  air  and  gall.  You  seem  to  be  very  close  to  Mr.  McKldowney, 
and  if  through  his  efforts  we  could  influence  the  attitude  of  the  Scandinavian  we 
should  be  willing  to  pay  for  it 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  understand  that  that  referred  to  the  use  of 
money  with  respect  to  the  Scandinavian.  I  understood  it  referred 
to  the  employment  of  Mr.  McEldowney  for  publicity  purposes. 

Senator  Walsh.  "  We  should  be  willing  to  pay  for  it,  refers  to 
the  payment  to  McEldowney  and  not  to  the  payment  to  the  Scandi- 
navian ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  what  I  thought  he  meant  in  discussing  the 
employment  of  McEldowney,  who  was  publicity  man  in  Chicago, 
and  during  the  convention  which  he  was  doing  there,  he  had  handled 
the  press  end;  that  is,  he  had  prepared  daily  accounts  of  the  con- 
vention and  distributed  them  among  members  of  the  press  for  publi- 
cation. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  understood  that  to  mean,  not  the  payment  of 
anything  to  the  Scandinavian,  but  the  payment  of  something  to  Mr» 
McEldowney  ? 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes ;  that  is  what  I  thought  it  meant. 
Senator  Walsh.  At  any  rate,  in  your  view,  there  was  nothing  in 
that  to  suggest  to  you  the  impropriety  of  naming  a  man  who  was 
willing  to  resort  to  methods  of  that  character? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  agree  with  you  as  to  the  methods,  sir,  to 
which  he  resorted. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  have  not  expressed  any  view. 
Mr.  Emery.  But  you  are  implying.    My  mind  does  not  carry  the 
implication  that  lies  in  your  question. 

Senator  Walsh.  Whatever  I  do,  you  do  not  find  anything  in  it 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  what  implication  you  are  carrying.  If 
you  will  express  it,  I  will  answer  your  question,  gladly. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  not  expressing  any  implication.  I  am  ask- 
ing you  this  question :  You  are  not  keen  enough  to  discover  in  that 
anything  that  seems  to  you  improper  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  am  awkward-minded  enough  not  to  see  what 
you  see. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  did  you  suppose  the  money  that  was  to  be 
gathered  up  from  the  brewers  around  the  country,  was  to  be  used  for 
up  in  Judge  Jenkins's  district? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  have  any  very  definite  idea.  That  matter 
occurred  a  long  time  ago,  Senator,  and  all  the  suggestion  I  find  in  it  is 
that  perhaps  some  of  the  brewery  interests  in  Judge  Jenkins's  dis- 
trict  

Senator  Walsh.  But  there  were  no  brewery  interests  in  Judge 
Jenkins'§  district. 

Mr.  Emery.  In  other  districts,  then — would  contribute  to  the  sup- 
port of  his  nomination  because  he  had  taken  some  position  that  was 
in  harmony  with  the  position  they  had  stood  for  in  Congress.  I  be- 
lieve he  had  taken  some  position  against  prohibition  legislation,  or 
something  of  that  kind.  I  have  always  supposed  that  an  individual 
could  contribute  toward  the  support  01  a  man  who  was  nominatedAw 
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any  office,  for  any  reason  that  appealed  to  him,  if  it  was  of  a  legitt 
mate  nature.  * 

Senator  Reed.  You  refer  to  the  individual  as  the  brewery  interests! 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  suppose  a  brewer  has  rights,  as  well  as  anvbotk 
else? 

Senator  Reed.  Undoubtedly,  yes;  but  manifestly,  on  its  face,  this 
referred  to  a  brewery  corporation,  and  not  to  the  brewer. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  but  I  do  not  think  it  says  a  word  about "  cor- 
poration."   It  says,  "  brewery." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  invite  your  attention  to  a  letter,  No.  1761  writ- 
ten by  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall,  from  which  I  read  as  follows:  ' 

A  letter  has  been  received  from  our  Wisconsin  friend,  of  which  I  attach  1 
copy  hereto. 

Do  you  recall  who  was  the  Wisconsin  friend  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  probably  means  Judge  Jenkins.  I  do  not  know. 
though.  I  do  not  want  to  be  sure  of  that.  There  may  have  been 
others. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  further : 

You  can  see  that  lie  is  not  in  a  good  humor,  and  we  recommend  that  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  you  have  a  pood  long  talk  with  our  friend  James,  and 
then  write  us  what  you  think  is  best  to  do. 

You  recognize  now  that  it  is  Judge  Jenkins,  do  you  not? 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  It  says: 

If  it  will  help  matters  materially  to  assist  him  in  spending  money  in  some 
little  way— 

Who  is  the  antecedent  of  "  him,"  there? 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  let  me  look  at  the  letter,  possibly  I  can 
answer.     It  is  not  very  clear. 

Senator  Walsh.  Certainly  [handing  the  letter  to  Mr.  Emery]. 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examining  the  letter).  It  looks,  from  the  contest 
of  the  letter,  as  though  the  "  him  "  alluded  to  Judge  Jenkins.  It  is  t 
rather  awkward  sentence. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  says  : 

If  it  will  help  matters  materially  to  assist  him — 

That  is,  Judge  Jenkins — 

in  spending  money  in  some  little  way.  somewhat  on  the  lines  discussed  while  yon 
were  in  St.  Louis,  good  and  well.  Let  us  plan  a  way  of  doing  it,  because  we 
want  his  good  will. 

That  is,  the  Manufacturers'  As*sociation  wants  the  good  will  of 
Judge  Jenkins,  and  accordingly  it  is  suggested,  "  we  had  better  help 
him  spend  a  little  money  in  some  way." 

It  continues: 

Let  us  plan  a  way  of  doing  it,  because  we  want  his  good  will,  but  to  poor 
money  into  a  rat  hole  Is  out  of  the  question.  We  haven't  got  it,  and  .we  can 
not  get  it  for  that  puropse. 

This  is  signed  "  Ferd  C.  Schwedtman,  secretary  to  the  president' 
You  had  that  letter  before  you  at  the  time  you  made  the  recom- 
mendation of  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  I  do  not  think  I  ever  saw  that  letter  until  it  was 
introduced  here. 


?? 
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Senator  Walsh.  Would  it  have  affected  your  judgment  on  the 
wisdom  of  naming  him  on  the  industrial  commission  it  you  had  seen 
it  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  interpret  that  letter  to  mean  anything  im- 
proper. I  do  not  know  exactly  what  it  referred  to,  beyond  the  ex- 
pression of  helping  somebody  spend  money.  I  suppose  it  alludes  to 
Judge  Jenkins. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  to  what  this  alludes : 

You  can  see  that  he  is  not  in  a  good  humor,  and  we  recommend  that  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  you  have  a  good  talk  with  our  friend  James  and 
then  write  us  what  you  think  is  best  to  do. 

Do  you  remember  having  had  a  conference  with  Mr.  Mulhall  as 
to  the  wisest  method  of  cultivating  the  good  will  of  Judge  Jenkins? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  I  do  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  Really,  now,  you  recall  the  letter,  do  you  not,  in 
which  Mr.  Schwedtman  expressed  his  views  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and 
Mr.  Kirby  and  these  other  officers  of  your  association  ought  to  rank 
considerably  higher  in  the  public  estimation  than  Daniel  Webster, 
President  Taft,  and  other  gentlemen  who  have  been  regarded,  by  the 
school  children  at  least,  as  among  our  greatest  citizens  and  patriots? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  think  I  heard  such  a  letter  read,  Senator.  I  do 
not  identifv  it  except  by  your  characterization. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  really  and  sincerely  desirous  of  forming  a 
just  judgment  about  the  matter,  and  I  want  to  know  now  from  you 
whether  you  wanted  Mr.  Schwedtman  on  that  commission  so  the 
manufacturers  and  the  industrial  association  would  have  a  perfectly 
tractable  member  on  that  commission,  or  whether  it  was  your  own 
individual,  honest,  sound  judgment  that  Mr.  Schwedtman  was  calcu- 
lated by  training  and  employment  and  experience;  and  independence 
of  character,  for  that  resposible  position? 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator,  I  think  tne  latter  answer  would  come  nearer 
to  my  own  opinion  in  the  matter.  I  have  known  Mr.  Schwedtman 
for  about  nine  years,  and  I  have  always  found  him  a  man  of  splendid 
character.  I  have  had  the  highest  regard  for  him  as  an  individual, 
and  I  know  considerable  about  his  life 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  we 

Mr.  McCarter.  Will  you  let  him  answer  the  question  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  know  considerable  about  his  life,  and  the  work  he 
has  done,  and  what  he  has  gone  through.  I  know  his  family  life,  and 
relations  with  his  friends  and  business  associates,  and  I  think  when 
he  comes  before  the  committee  and  in  answer  to  your  inquiries  ex- 
plains his  letters,  you  will  then  form  your  own  estimate.  I  have 
formed  the  estimate  of  a  friend,  and  I  never  form  an  estimate  of  a 
friend  and  go  back  on  it.  I  am  proud  Charlie  Schwedtman  is  my 
friend,  and  I  think  he  has  gone  through  this  struggle 

Senator  Walsh.  Perhaps  that  is  outside  of  my  question. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir,  but  I  want  to  put  it  on  the  record  that  I  have 
the  utmost  faith  in  his  honesty  and  integrity.  I  think  he  may  have 
been  deceived  in  regard  to  a  good  manv  things. 

Senator  Reed.  Would  you  add  also  "  fairness  and  impartiality  be- 
tween labor  and  capital "  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  I  think  he  deserves  that;  and  if  you  knew  more 
of  his  life  than  you  now  do,  you  might  join  in  tl\%.i. 
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Senator  Cummins.  It  is  now  after  12  o'clock,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Yes.    The  hour  has  arrived  for  adjournment. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  question  while  this  letter  is 
before  us  and  while  the  matter  is  still  warm.  I  want  to  read  just  a 
clause  of  this  letter  to  get  your  view  on  this  question. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  letter? 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1761,  the  same  letter. 

I  will  read  the  paragraph  so  you  will  have  the  context  fairly  before 
you: 

A  letter  has  been  received  from  our  Wisconsin  friend,  of  which  I  attach 
a  copy  hereto.  You  can  see  that  he  is  nor  in  a  good  humor,  and  we  recommend 
that  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  you  hare  a  good  long  talk  with  our  friend 
James  and  then  write  us  what  you  think  it  best  to  do.  If  it  will  help  matters 
materially  to  assist  him  in  spending  money  In  some  little  way,  somewhat  on 
the  lines  discussed  while  you  were  in  St.  Louis,  good  and  well.  Let  us  plan  a 
way  of  doing  it.  because  we  want  his  good  will :  but  to  pour  money  in*o  a  rat 
hole  is  out  of  the  question.    We  haven't  got  it. 

That  letter  is  preceded  by  others,  in  which  the  question  is  discussed 

whether  Judge  Jenkins  could  succeed  or  could  not  succeed,  and  it 

seems  it  was  a  somewhat  doubtful  proposition.    That  evidently  is 

what  the  phrase  "pour  money  into  a  rat  hole"  means,   and  that 

if  he  could  not  succeed,  really  there  was  no  use  to  help  him.    But  I 

challenge  your  attention  to  this  particular  language: 

If  it  will  help  matters  materially  to  assist  him  in  spending  money  in  some 
little  way,  somewhat  on  the  lines  discussed  while  you  were  in  St.  Louis,  good 
and  well.    Let  us  plan  a  way  of  doing  it.  because  we  want  his  good  will. 

I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  thought,  or  if  you  think,  it  is  a  proper 
thing  for  an  association  of  manufacturers  to  raise  money  and  con- 
tribute it  in  the  election  of  a  Congressman  in  order  to  obtain  his 
good  will? 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator,  if  we  had  no  other  object,  I  should  unhesitat- 
ingly say  it  was  an  improper  expenditure — — 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  an  improper  expenditure? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say  if  we  had  no  other  reason. 

Senator  Reed.  You  know  that  plan  was  pursued  by  this  association, 
not  only  with  reference  to  Jenkins,  but  with  reference  to  numerous 
other  candidates  for  Congress. 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  I  do  not. 

Senator  Reed.  You  know,  do  you  not,  that  these  letters  disclose 
it  with  reference  to  other  men  just  as  patently  and  plainly  as  this 
letter  discloses  it  with  reference  to  Jenkins? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  I  do  not.  On  the  contrary,  I  do  not  know 
of  any  expenditure  that  was  ever  made  by  members  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers — and  I  say  "members"  advisedly — 
that  was  not  spent  in  a  fight  where  the  individual  represented  a  prin- 
ciple to  which  they  were  committed,  and  they  cared  less  about  the 
individual  than  they  did  about  the  principle;  and  I  assert  now,  and 
will  assert  as  long  as  I  live,  that  when  a  man  was  attacked  because  he 
had  stood  up  for  a  principle  in  Congress  in  opposition  to  labor  or- 
ganizations which  attacked  him  for  doing  it,  I  had  the  right  as  an 
individual,  and  that  these  various  associations  had  the  right  as  asso- 
ciations, to  appeal  to  business  men  in  his  district  to  support  him;  and 
that  principle  I  contend  for,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  contend 
for  it  at  all  times. 
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Senator  Heed.  And  had  the  right  to  do  it  in  order  to  place  him 
under  obligation  and  make  him  feel  friendly? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  that  entered  into  their  minds,  but  being 
human  beings,  undoubtedly  it  had  a  part ;  because  I  would  not  say  for 
them  that  they  were  unselfish.  This  man  was  attacked  because  he 
stood  in  public  life  for  a  principle  that  was  fundamental  in  Ameri- 
can industry,  and  they  were  going  to  support  that  principle  in  his 
person. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  only  to  defend  him  from  attack? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  How  do  you  explain  the  little  transaction  over  here 
with  McClave,  whose  candidacy  was  promoted  by  your  organization, 
who  was  discovered  and  brought  forth  from  the  unknown,  and  put 
into  the  race? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  his  opponent  represented  the  same  principle. 

Senator  Reed.  His  opponent  represented  the  same  principle  against 
you  ?  You  say  it  was  only  the  man  who  had  been  attacked.  McClave 
had  not  been  in  public  life  to  be  attacked. 

Mr.  Emery.  His  opponent  had  been. 

Senator  Reed.  But  I  am  talking  about  Mr.  McClave,  now. 

Mr.  Emery.  There  were  many  weapons  by  which  to  reach  the  same 
end. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
that  principle  which  you  spoke  of  was  not  the  impelling  motive  here 
at  all.  Mr.  Schwedtman  proceeded  to  put  out  the  money  simply  to 
secure  his  election. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  one  single  letter  can  be  used  to  explain 
an  entire  course  of  conduct.  Of  course,  so  far  as  Mr.  Schwedtman's 
course  of  conduct  in  this  case  was  concerned,  he  can  explain  it  better 
than  I  can.  I  simply  referred  to  the  general  course  of  conduct  as  I 
understood  it 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  believe  in  carrying  out  those  ideas  to  the 
extent  of  using  money  to  defeat  or  elect  a  certain  man  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  money  of  the  association? 

The  Chairman.  Anybody's  money;  any  association's  or  anyone 
else's  money. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  were  attacked,  Mr.  Chairman,  on  account  of 
certain  principles  you  represented,  which  I  believe  in,  I  would  unhesi- 
tatingly appeal  to  the  business  men  of  your  district  to  support 
you. 

The  Chairman.  Yes ;  you  stated  that  before.  I  asked  would  you 
carry  that  support  to  the  extent  of  expending  money  for  my  election? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  would  not  carry  it  to  the  extent  of  expending  the 
money  of  the  association,  but  I  would  appeal  to  the  business  men  of 
the  district  to  contribute. 

The  Chairman.  To  contribute  money  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  simply  wanted  to  get  what  you  thought  about 
that. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  would. 

(Thereupon,  at  12.15  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  until 
to-morrow,  Tuesday,  August  12, 1913,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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TUESDAY,  AUGUST  12,  1018. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson  and 
Cummins. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  McCarter,  if  you  are  ready  to  proceed,  you  may 
do  so. 

Mr.  McCarter.  May  I  make  one  suggestion  to  the  committee  ? 

I  think  it  was  a  week  ago  to-day  that  the  committee  was  kind  and 
courteous  enough  to  me  to  suggest  that  I  should  conduct  the  examina- 
tion of  our  witnesses.  I  had  anticipated  and  hoped  that  would  be  the 
position  of  the  committee,  and  I  had  gotten  in  touch  with  Mr.  Emery 
and  outlined  in  his  mind  and  my  own  a  logical,  progressive  story  which 
we  might  present.  I  think  this  is  the  seventh  day  we  have  been  here, 
and  I  do  not  believe  I  have  been  permitted  to  ask  more  than  10  ques- 
tions; I  think  perhaps  I  have  averaged  about  one  question  a  day; 
that  has  been  about  the  extent  of  my  inquiries.  I  am  not  criticizing 
at  all,  but  I  think  that  in  the  interest  of  expedition  as  well  as  clearness 
I  should  be  permitted  to  continue  what  might  be  called  the  direct 
examination;  and  then,  of  course,  the  witness  will  be  subject  to  a 
thorough  cross-examination  by  the  members  of  the  committee.  That 
has  not  been  the  line  pursued.  Members  of  the  committee,  especially 
some  of  them,  have  felt  they  could  do  better  by  interrupting  the  pro- 
ceedings; but  as  a  matter  of  fact,  up  to  date  our  line  of  so-called 
defense  has  not  amounted  to  anything,  because  of  the  practice  on  the 
part  of  the  members  of  the  committee  to  which  I  have  referred.  We 
are  not  criticizing  it  at  all,  but  I  do  think  it  would  expedite  matters 
if  we  were  permitted  to  put  in  our  suggested  story  or  defense,  or  what- 
ever you  want  to  call  it,  without  any  serious  interruptions  except 
momentary  ones,  and  that  the  witness  should  be  then  turned  over  to 
the  committee  for  cross-examination. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  agree  with  you.  I  think  that  is  the  way  it 
ought  to  be  clone. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  proceed. 

TESTIMONY  OF  JAMES  A.  EMEEY— Besnmed. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Have  you  before  you,  Mr.  Emery,  any  of  your 
argument  th^t  j*ou  were  referring  to,  upon  the  subject  we  were  dis- 
cussing at  the  time  of  the  adjournment  on  yesterday? 

Mr.  Fmery.  In  reference  to  the  workmen's  compensation  matter? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  I'.mery.  The  argument  I  refer  to  is  contained  in  Volume  II 
(S.  Doc.  No.  338,  62d  Cong.,  2d  sess.),  the  report  of  the  I<  mployers' 
Liability  and  Workmen's  Compensation  Commission,  beginning  at 
page  1080  and  concluding  at  page  1107;  and  for  the  purpose  of  the 
record,  as  there  seems  to  be  some  doubt  i?i  the  minds  of  the  com- 
mittee as  to  who  constituted  the  commission,  I  should  like  to  read 
their  names. 

The  Chairman.  Verv  well. 
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Mr.  Emery.  The  commission  consisted  of  the  following  men: 

George  Sutherland,  United  States  Senator,  chairman;  George  E.  Chamberlain, 
United  States  Senator;  William  G.  Brantley,  Member  of  Congress;  Reuben  O.  Moon, 
Member  of  Congress;  W.  C.  Brown,  president  New  York  Central  Railroad;  D.  L« 
Cease,  editor  "Tne  Railroad  Trainman;1'  and  Launcelot  Packer,  secretary. 

I  want  to  read  one  paragraph  which  states  the  reason  why  we 
appeared  before  the  commission  in  response  to  the  inquiry  directed 
to  that  matter. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Just  a  paragraph. 

The  Chairman.  Ver£  well. 

Mr.  Emery.  In  opening  the  argument  I  said  (p.  1082) : 

This  commission  has  intimated  that  it  is  inclined  to  recommend  that  any  proposed 
legislation  be  confined  to  common  carriers  engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  ana  per- 
haps to  but  dne  class  of  such  carriers,  and  you  may  therefore  ask,  in  view  of  such  inti- 
mation of  your  intention,  what  is  the  interest  of  the  manufacturers,  a  factor  in  produc- 
tion, in  a  system  of  legislation  which  it  is  proposed  to  apply  to  the  great  instrumentali- 
ties of  distribution  and  transportation.  Our  interest,  sirs,  as  we  see  the  matter,  is  very 
freat  indeed.  We  are  concerned  not  only  as  citizens  of  this  Nation  who  are  and  should 
e  interested  in  every  great  policy  upon  which  it  enters,  but  we  keenly  realize  that 
however  narrow  may  do  the  field  to  wnich  you  apply  these  novel  principles  of  legisla- 
tion, they  are,  by  your  recommendation,  likely  to  become  permanent  principles  of 
legislation,  expanding  with  the  growth  of  the  ideas  to  which  uiey  relate,  and  if  to-day 
they  are  applied  to  but  a  comparatively  small  class  of  the  instrumentalities  of  inter- 
state commerce  the  time  is  not  far  off  when  they  are  likely  to  include  every  factor 
which  can  be  reached  by  the  broadest  interpretation  of  that  rapidly  expanding  power 
of  regulation.  Your  example  will,  moreover,  greatly  influence  the  action  of  the  States, 
and  not  only  the  principles  of  control  but  the  rates  which  you  recommend  are  elements 
of  cost  offered  for  their  imitation,  which  are  to  become  a  fixed  overhead  charge  never 
likely  to  be  lessened,  but  in  all  probability  to  be  the  subject  of  continuous  demands 
for  increase. 

Then  the  argument  proceeds. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Emery,  it  already  appears  that  you  and  Mr. 
Schwedtman,  in  order  to  better  qualify  yourselves  upon  this  question 
of  workmen's  compensation  and  accident  prevention  and  relief,  went 
abroad.     How  long  did  you  stay  abroad  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Nearly  six  months. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  you  made  a  thorough  investigation  of  the 
subject  there,  both  in  England  and  on  the  Continent,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  as  the  result,  upon  your  return  did  you 
jointly  publish  this  book  entitled: 

Accident,  Prevention  and  Relief:  An  investigation  of  the  subject  in  Europe,  with 
special  attention  to  England  and  Germany,  together  with  recommendations  for  action 
in  the  United  States  of  America;  by  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman  and  James  A.  Emery, 
for  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Please  look  at  the  book  and  tell  us. 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examination  of  book).  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Of  course,  I  do  not  want  to  offer  the  book  in  evi- 
dence; but  that  was  the  result  of  your  investigation,  was  it? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  that  was  your  best  thought  on  the  subject! 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is,  the  thought  of  yourself  and  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir.  That  was  the  result  of  our  foreign  investi- 
gation.   I  should  say  that  before  that  we  had  s^«ak  \*s»2&3  ^  ^^w^ 
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and  a  half  in  study  in  this  country,  I  especially  on  the  legal  side  of  the 
question  and  Mr.  Schwedtman  on  the  economic  side.  We  had  par- 
ticipated in  conferences  and  meetings  throughout  the  United  States 
devoted  to  this  subject,  and  I  had  studied  it  carefully  on  the  one  side, 
as  a  lawyer  and  he  on  the  economic  and  practical  side,  as  an  engineer, 
he  being  an  engineer  by  profession. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  have  here  a  pamphlet  entitled '  'Model  Workmen's 
Compensation  Act  proposed  by  Committee  for  Accident  Prevention 
and  Workmen's  Compensation  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers of  U.  S.  A. — Compulsory  Form;"  and  another  pamphlet 
with  the  same  title  except  for  the  words  il  Elective  Form."  Who 
prepared  those  model  workmen's  compensation  acts  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  They  were  prepared  by  the  committee  for  accident 
prevention  and  workmen's  compensation. 

Mr.  McCarter.  A  committee  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers ? 

Mr.  i  mery.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Look  at  that  document  and  tell  us  who  consti- 
tuted that  committee. 

Mr.  I. mery  (after  examining  pamphlet  referred  to).  The  chairman 
of  the  committee  wns  John  Kirby,  jr. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  is  the  pamphlet  you  now  have  in  your  hand ! 

Mr.  i  mery.  This  is  a  pamphlet  headed  '  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  of  the  United  States  of  America.  Committee  for  Acci- 
dent Prevention  and  Workmen's  Compensation."  It  then  gives  the 
committee. 

The  heading  on  the  next  page  is  "Preliminary  Statement  by -Sub- 
committee to  Members  of  Full  Committee  respecting  proposed  com- 
pensation bill." 

Mr.  McCarter.  Please  give  the  names  of  that  committee  as  shown 
by  that  pamphlet. 

Mi'.  ^mery.  The  committee  consisted  of: 

John   Kirby,   jr.   (ex  officio),   president  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
Davton,  Ohio. 


Howell  Cheney,  Cheney  Bros.,  silk  manufacturers,  South  Manchester,  Conn. 
G.  A.  Ranney,  general  manager's  office,  International  Harvester  Co.,  Chicago,  111. 
E.  A.  Deeds,  vice  president  and  general  manager,  National  Cash  Register  Co., 
Dayton,  Ohio. 
James  A.  Emery,  counsel  National  Association  of  Manufact*  rers.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Melville  Mix,  president  Dodge  Manufacturing  Co.,  Mishawaka,  Ind. 
Magn.s  W.  Alexander,  General  Electric  Co.,  West  Lynn,  Mass. 

This  was  a  special  committee  that  was  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
undertaking  to  draft  a  model  bill.  The  names  of  the  full  committee 
are  on  the  first  page  of  this  volume.  It  consisted  of,  I  should  say, 
40  members,  about  one-half  of  whom  were  nonmembers  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  as  I  remember. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  see.  The  object  and  purpose  of  these  model  bills 
was  what  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  We  had  made,  in  this  volume  and  e^ewhere,  recom- 
mendations as  to  the  principles  which  we  believed  should  be  included 
in  a  rational  workmen's  compensation  bill.  There  were  two  forms  of 
such  measures  under  discussion  in  the  United  States;  one  was  the 
so-called  elective  compensation  system,  \tafe  oVJctsc  i\\fc  compulsory 
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system.  It  was  urged  that  inasmuch  as  we  had  expressed  a  view  as 
to  the  principles  which  should  be  embodied  in  such  legislation,  we 
should  undertake  to  draft  a  bil1  which  would  embody  those  principles 
in  legislative  form.  There  had  been  drafted  a  number  of  model  bills 
by  different  organizations  interested  in  the  subject,  and  this  was  the 
result  of  the  committee's  work,  and  it  was  accompanied  by  this  report, 
which  is  the  statement  of  the  committee  explaining  its  draft,,  ana  the 
principles  embodied  in  this  bill.  This  was  sent  out  widely  throughout 
the  United  States,  and  was  the  subject  matter  of  wide  discussion. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  the  subject  matter  of  those  bills  ever  intro- 
duced anywhere  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Never  in  that  form. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Without  taking  time  to  read  it,  I  should  like  to  offer 
the  report  of  the  committee  and  the  drafts  of  the  elective  and  com- 
pulsory foims  of  model  workmen's  compensation  acts,  respectively. 

The  Chairman.  They  may  be  marked  as  exhibits  and  filed,  and 
will  not  be  printed. 

(The  pamphlets  referred  to  were  marked  respectively,  u  Emery 
Exhibit  No.  30,"  "Emery  Exhibit,  No.  31,"  and  "Emerv  Exhibit, 
No.  32.") 

Mr.  McCarter.  Now  I  want  to  turn  to  the  subject  of  the  proposed 
tariff  commission.  Some  misunderstanding  I  think  has  arisen  touching 
the  views  of  the  men  who  were  most  interested  in  the  formation  oi 
that  commission,  and  particularly  as  to  the  views  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 
I  show  you  what  seems  to  be  a  circular  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Payne, 
then  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  dated  November 
24,  1908,  together  with  what  appears  to  be  a  typewritten  interview 
for  the  Associated  Press.  Will  you  look  at  those  documents  and 
tell  us  what  they  are  ? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examination).  One  is  a  carbon  copy  of  a  letter 
under  date  of  November  16,  1908,  from  Sereno  E.  Payne  to  J.  W. 
Van  Cleave,  president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers; 
and  the  other  is  a  reply  to  Mr.  Payne  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  under  date 
of  November  24,  1908.  These  are  carbon  copies  found  in  the  scrap- 
book,  this  scrapbook  containing  many  letters  sent  out  in  circular 
form,  to  a  great  number  of  organizations. 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  order  that  we  may  get  the  views  of  Mr.  Van 
Cleave,  which  I  think  are  quite  important,  permit  me  to  read  this 
letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  this  in  reply  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Payne  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  in  reply  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  rayne. 

Mr.  McCarter.  First  is  a  copy  of  Mr.  Payne's  letter  to  Mr.  Van 
Cleave.     It  reads  as  follows: 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  33. 

Committee  on  Ways  and  Means, 

House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C,  November  16,  1908. 
Mr.  J.  W.  Van  Cleave, 

President,  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  Chicago,  Til. 

Dear  Sir:  I  have  seen  it  stated  that  you  had  some  information  which  would  be  of 
value  to  the  committee  in  the  revision  of  the  tariff.  The  committee  is  anxious  to  get 
all  the  information  available,  especially  that  relating  to  the  labor  cost  and  otherwise 
of  goods  abroad  and  at  home  and  welcome  facts  from  all  sources.  The  committee 
would  be  very  glad  to  hear  you  upon  any  of  the  schedules  upon  any  of  the  d&te&fciAA.. 
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Of  course,  these  hearings  have  been  advertised  fully  by  the  Associated  Press,  but  I 
inclose  you  a 'card  so  that  there  can  be  no  mistake  as  to  future  hearings.  Kindly  let 
me  know  when  you  will  appear.  Possibly  I  ought  to  add  that  we  have  extended  no 
invitation  to  any  person  who  has  heretofore  appeared  before  this  committee;  they 
have  appeared  voluntarily. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Sbrbno  E.  Payne. 

Then  comes  the  answer  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  dated  November  24, 
1908,  addressed  to  Hon.  Sereno  E.  Payne,  chairman  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means,  House  of  Representatives.     It  reads  as  follows: 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  34. 

November  24,  1908. 
Hon.  Sereno  E.  Patne, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means, 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Sir:  Please  note  from  attached  envelope  that  your  letter  ot  November 
16,  inviting  me  to  appear  before  your  committee,  was  misdirected,  and  therefore,  after 
traveling  all  over  the  country  reached  me  only  yesterday,  November  23. 

I  note  that  you  say  that  you  have  extended  no  invitation  to  any  person  who  has 
heretofore  appeared  before  your  committee,  and  I  thank  you  for  the  special  considera- 
tion that  you  have  shown  me,  as  president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers, in  this  matter.  Members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  have 
appeared  before  your  committee,  and  others  will  appear  hereafter;  each  one  will 
present  many  facts  bearing  on  particular  industries.  As  an  organization  we  will  not 
appear  before  you  for  the  very  good  reason  that  we  never  have,  as  an  association,  urged 
any  specific  changes,  up  or  down,  in  any  particular  schedules. 

As  representing  the  association  I  have  said  a  number  of  times  in  recent  years  that 
we  would  rather  bear  the  ills  of  the  Dingley  tariff  than  to  be  a  party  to  a  tariff  revision 
made  in  the  old  manner.  To  appear  before  you  to  plead  for  certain  schedules  would 
be  to  acquiesce  in  the  superficial  and  unbusinesslike  methods  of  investigation,  against 
which  we  protest.  1  he  position  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  upon 
tariff  has  not  changed  in  the  slightest  degree.  For  many  years  we  have  advocated  the 
application  of  business  principles  to  what  is  preeminently  a  business  subject. 

I  am  aware  that  you  are  opposed  to  the  creation  of  a  permanent,  expert,  nonpartisan 
tariff  commission,  such  as  we  advocate.  Ours  is  an  honest  difference  of  opinion.  We 
have  carefully  watched  all  the  statements  that  have  been  made  by  you  and  your 
associates  in  recent  years,  and  instead  of  convincing  us  of  the  error  of  our  ways  we 
are  more  than  ever  convinced  that  your  present  plans  of  gathering  information,  on 
which  the  readjustment  is  proposed  to  be  based,  is  wrong — radically,  absurdly,  fatally 
wrong.  Remember  that  we  are  not  opposed  to  the  men  who  are  making  the  present 
inquiry,  but  we  are  opposed  to  the  system.  We  hold  that  it  will  be  impossible  for  the 
committee,  in  the  limited  time  at  its  disposal  and  under  the  influences  which  neces- 
sarily surround  it,  to  make  an  inouiry  which  can  furnish  an  adequate  basis  for  any 
such  tariff  as  the  country  demands,  no  matter  how  good  the  intentions  of  the  com- 
mittee may  be. 

The  objections  which  have  been  raised  to  tariff  investigations  by  a  board  of  experts, 
such  as  we  recommend,  have  been  numerous.  Wre  are  told  that  Congress  can  not,  and 
will  not,  give  up  its  prerogative  of  tariff  legislation.  Our  answer  is  that  there  is  no 
intention  of  giving  to  the  commission  the  power  of  fixing  tariff  rates.  Congress  must 
do  this,  but  it  should  fix  rates  based  upon  the  investigations  of  an  impartial  board. 

It  has  been  said  that  impartial  men  can  not  be  found  to  make  tariff  investigations, 
and  that  the  members  of  such  a  commission  would  be  subject  to  strong  influences. 
Why  should  this  be  the  case  any  more  than  it  is  with  the  judge  on  the  bench,  or 
with  any  public  official,  whether  elected  or  appointed? 

We  are  told  that  a  tariff  commission  is  not  practical.  How  about  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  and  the  many  public  utilities  commissions  appointed  in 
various  parts  of  the  country?  Many  of  these  may  be  far  from  ideal,  but  they  have 
brought  great  improvements  over  the  conditions  existing  formerly.  Why  has  Germany 
been  successful  in  fixing  an  equitable  and  scientific  tariff  through  the  aid  of  a  com- 
mission?   How  about  the  tariff  commission  in  France? 

Asa  good  Republican  I  very  much  regret  to  see  the  determination  of  our  Republican 

statesmen  to  give  us  another  tariff  of  the  old  kind.     In  politics  as  in  everything  else 

there  is  a  hereafter.    Much  of  the  Republican  success  in  the  campaign  of  1908  is  due 

to  the  promise  of  an  honest,  equitable  tariff  revision  contained  in  the  party's  platform. 

A  very  huge  proportion  of  the  men  whom  I  have  the  honor  of  representing  worked 
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and  voted  or  Mr.  Taft  and  a  Republican  Congress,  because  we  believe  that  he  and 
the  Republican  platform  mean  exactly  what  tney  said.  Two  and  four  years  hence 
the  country  will  express  its  approval  or  disapproval  of  the  way  in  which  the  Republi- 
can Party  has  fulfilled  its  promises,  and  the  men  responsible  for  the  country's  next 
tariff  have  in  their  hands  the  welfare  of  their  party,  which  must  be  the  welfare  of  the 
people.  We  are  watching  the  situation  carefully,  and  when  the  proper  time  comes 
you  will  find  that  the  present  tariff  making  will  have  placed  in  our  hands  convincing 
proof  of  the  necessity  for  an  expert,  nonpartisan  tariff  commission. 
Very  truly  yours, 

,  President. 

I  have  this  other  typewritten  document  which  I  do  not  think  you 
have  described.     What  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examining  Emery  Exhibit  No.  35).  I  identify  it 
simply  as  one  of  many  copies.  Some  are  in  the  files  in  possession  of 
the  committee,  and  other  copies  are  in  this  scrap  book.  It  is  dated 
St.  Louis,  November  26. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  an  interview  given  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  the 
Associated  Press,  at  their  request,  with  regard  to  the  tariff  hearings 
before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  at  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  along  the  same  line  as  that  letter? 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  indulge  me,  I  will  sav  that  I  brought  it  to 
the  attention  of  ilr.  McCarter  tor  the  reason  that  in  your  discussion 
yesterday  the  sincerity  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  position  was  questioned. 
I  think  that  many  men  have  differed  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  but  from 
the  time  when  at  the  age  of  13  he  took  his  dead  father's  place  in  the 
Confederate  Army,  down  to  the  day  of  his  death,  I  have  never  heard 
of  any  man  doubting  his  sincerity. 

Senator  Reed.  His  sincerity  about  what  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  His  tariff  views.  The  intimations  in  the  questions 
were  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  did  not  believe  in  a  tariff  commission  for 
a  downward  revision  of  the  tariff;  that  he  was  simply 

Senator  Nelson.  This  was  an  interview  given  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
to  the  press  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  and  published  throughout  the  country.  He  is 
dead,  and  simply  as  a  matter  of  justice  to  him,  I  think,  this  pub- 
lished authorized  interview  with  him  should  be  in  evidence  before  this 
committee. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  on  what  basis  the  witness  makes  the 
statement  that  he  makes.  I  do  not  remember  anybody  saying  any- 
thing about  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  views.  I  have  no  objection  to  putting 
into  the  record  anything  that  pertains  to  the  inquiry. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  not  file  that  without  reading  it  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  it  be  printed. 

The  Chairman.  You  want  it  printed,  do  you  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes.  I  should  like  to  nave  it  printed  with  the 
other.     It  is  not  very  long. 

(The  document  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  36. 

St.  Louis,  November  26. 

In  response  to  queries  regarding  the  tariff  hearings  before  the  Wavs  and  Means 
Committee  at  Washington,  James  W.  Van  Cleave,  president  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  eays: 

"Several  strange  things  connect  themselves  with  these  heax\&$^.    \  *xa>\f$^  <s^^ 
about  100  out  of  the  250,000  heads  of  factories  in  the  co\xn\r$  t^\\^^^Nft  'wg^'e** 
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before  the  committee.  In  most  cases  the  notice  which  they  received  was  too  short 
to  allow  them  to  present  carefully  prepared  statements,  although  all  of  them  have 
the  privilege  of  submitting  briefs  at  any  time  prior  to  December  4.  The  hearings, 
which  will  close  on  December  4,  will  have  covered  only  about  three  weeks  in  the 
aggregate.  The  questions  put  by  the  leading  members  of  the  committee  to  these 
manufacturers  are  admirably  calculated  to  call  out  answers  asking  for  the  retention 
of  the  present  rates  of  duties,  or  advances  in  them. 

"'Do  vou  not  believe  that  your  present  duties  should  be  maintained?'  This  is 
the  usual  query.  Scarcely  ever  is  it  put  thus:  'Do  you  think  your  rates  should  be 
reduced?'  Eastern  papers  state  that  under  this  seductive  coaching  one  manufacturer 
who  has  a  duty  of  30  per  cent  now  on  his  product,  and  who  acknowledges  that  he  is 
making  a  profit  on  it,  asks  to  liave  the  duty  increased  to  40  per  cent,  and  wants  to 
have  the  duty  taken  off  the  materials  which  he  uses  in  his  factory,  thus  giving  him  a 
chance  to  swell  his  profits  in  two  directions.  One  or  two  manufacturers  who  asked 
for  lower  duties  on  their  own  wares  made  my  friend  Chairman  Payne  gasp. 

"  I  presume  that  the  committee  aims  to  get,  through  these  hearings,  information  on 
which  it  can  base  a  bill  for  the  revision  of  the  Din^lcy  law.  In  its  platform  of  1908 
the  Republican  Party  declared  for  revision  in  a  special  session  of  Congress  to  be  called 
by  the  new  President  j ust  after  the  inauguration .  The  country,  including  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  assumed  that  this  meant  honest  and  not  bogus  revision. 
On  this  presumption  I  and  a  large  majority  of  the  other  members  of  the  association, 
supported  Mr.  Taft  during  the  campaign.  We  used  all  the  influence  which  we  could 
exert  in  favor  of  his  election. 

"1  want  to  say  right  here  that  as,  in  its  membership,  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  covers  almost  all  the  great  crafts  of  the  country,  we  never  have,  as  an 
association,  urged  any  specific  changes,  up  or  down,  in  any  particular  schedules. 
As  practical  men,  however,  we  know  that  changes  are  needed  in  many  cases,  and  that 
the  public  imperatively  demand  them.  All  that  we  ask  if  that  the  changes  be  honest, 
and  be  equitable. 

"As  shown  by  his  speeches  and  interviews  during  the  campaign.  President-elect 
Taft  also  interpreted  this  platform  declaration  to  mean  honest  revision.  It  is  clear 
to  me,  from  things  which  some  of  his  close  friends  have  said  about  him  in  the  past  few 
days,  that,  in  his  message  to  Congress  at  the  opening  of  the  extra  session,  he  will  insist 
that  the  platform  promise  of  honest  revision  must  be  carried  out,  in  spirit  and  in  letter. 
It  is  likewise  clear  to  me  that,  in  making  this  demand,  he  will  have  a  large  majority 
•of  the  8,000,000  Republican  voters  of  the  country  with  him. 

"As  these  hearings  of  the  committee  on  a  tariff  which  includes  over  4,000  items 
will  cover  only  about  three  weeks,  I  suppose  that  my  friend  Pavne  must  have  arranged 
ior  investigations  by  experts  in  all  the  leading  industrial  and  commercial  centers  of 
of  Europe  and  Asia.  Presumably  these  experts  have  been  busy  ever  since  the  long 
session  of  Congress  closed  last  spring,  and  they  will  continue  their  work  until  the  eve 
of  the  extra  session.  I  have  seen  no  won!  yet  in  the  papers  about  the  activity  of  these 
delegated  investigators,  but  Mr.  Payne,  as  Old  Schedules,  knows  the  inadequacy  of  his 
-committee's  inquiries,  and  he  therefore  must  have  provided  for  this  supplementary 
work  in  the  leading  Old  World  centers  of  trade. 

"Mr.  Payne's  easy  confidence  in  being  able  to  make  a  readjustment  of  the  tariff 
schedules  which  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  country  must  mean  that  he  has  provided 
(PPlfflnfTnc  aid  irom  the  outside.  I  am  strengthened  in  this  belief  by  the  fact  that 
he  knows  that  Germany,  as  a  preliminary  to  its  latest  tariff  revision,  created  a  commis- 
sion of  32  experts,  and  that  they  gave  five  years  of  investigation  to  the  subject,  many 
of  them  visiting  every  country  on  the  globe  with  which  Germany  had  any  trade. 
Several  of  them  came  to  the  United  States. 

"Moreover,  our  tariff  covers  far  more  items  than  Germany's.  Our  industries  are 
three  times  as  great  in  volume  as  Germany's,  and  they  are  much  more  diversified. 
Germany's  Parliament,  in  the  preparation  of  its  tariff,  was  legislating  for  60,000,000 
of  people.  Our  Congress  will  legislate  for  nearly  90,000,000.  The  wealth  of  the 
United  States  is  nearly  three  times  as  great  as  Germany's.  Our  lead  over  Germany 
in  population,  wealth  and  volume  and  variety  of  industries  and  commerce  is  steadily 
lengthening. 

"In  getting  its  tariff  investigation  made  by  a  board  of  experts  Germany  was  apply- 
ing business  principles  to  what  is  preeminently  a  business  subject.  Railroads, 
great  industrial  and  commercial  houses  and  all  the  other  larger  enterprises  in  the 
United  States  employ  experts  to  inquire  into  business  conditions  throughout  this 
country  and  the  rest  of  the  world,  and  make  reports  on  which  plans  for  future  activ- 
ity can  be  based.  The  men  who  are  running  the  big  corporation  called  the  United 
States  Government  know  that  the  trade  laws  of  the  universe  will  not  suspend  them- 
selves  for  their  gratification. 
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"If  anyone  supposes  that  he  can  safely  assail  the  public's  patience  is  taking  gam- 
blers' chances?  That's  how  it  looks  to  me  at  this  moment.  In  politics  as  in  every- 
thing else  there  is  a  hereafter,  although  some  of  our  lawmakers  sometimes  seem  to 
forget  this.  In  our  case  the  hereafter  may  strike  us  in  1912.  If  it  gets  sufficient  prov- 
ocation it  may  hit  us  in  the  congressional  election  of  1910. 

"We  who  worked  and  voted  for  Mr.  Taft  and  a  Republican  Congress  who  believe 
that  he  and  the  Republican  platform  mean  exactly  what  they  said,  and  who  have 
faith  in  his  sincerity,  his  courage,  his  progressiveness,  and  his  devotion  to  Repub- 
lican princ  pies,  call  upon  Mr.  Taft  ana  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  not  to  for- 
get these  elementary  truths. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Emery,  you  came  to  Washington,  permanently, 
I  think,  in  November,  1908.  Will  you  tell  us  at  what  periods  between 
that  time  and  say  January  1,  1912,  you  were  absent  from  Washing- 
ton for  extended  visits?  In  the  first  place,  in  1909  did  you  go  to  the 
Pacific  coast  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  How  long  were  you  gone  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  I  left  New  Y ork  about  the  28th  of  May,  1909. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  latter  part  of  May  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  near  the  28th  of  May.  I  was  in  the  West  until 
the  end  of  September,  some  time  between  the  25th  and  30th  of  Sep- 
tember. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Of  that  year  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Of  that  year,  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  understood  that  in  the  meantime  you  took  a 
trip  east,  to  Dayton  or  somewhere  else  ? 

Mr.  Emery.   Yes,  I  took  a  trip  from  San  Francisco  to  Dayton. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  long  were  you  on  that  trip  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  took  the  time,  of  course,  for  the  railroad  journey, 
and  I  was  in  Dayton  three  days,  I  think. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  then  went  back  again  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  I  had  been  invited  to  make  an  address  before 
the  conservation  congress  at  Seattle. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Then  we  come  to  1910.     I  think  that  is  the  year 

Jou  went  abroad  to  prepare  for  the  publication  of  this  book  that  we 
ave  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Schwedtman  went  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  sailed  about  when  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  July  13. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  returned  when? 

Mr.  Emery.  November  12. 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  1911,  the  following  year,  were  you  away  for  any 
extended  period  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  was  in  California  from  about  the  16th  of  Sep- 
tember until  around  the  10th  of  November — either  the  10th  or  15th  of 
November. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  it  your  practice  to  take  short  trips  to  different 
places,  irrespective,  of  course,  of  these  long  trips  that  I  have  just 
referred  to  ?  In  other  words,  you  were  on  tne  road,  or  going  away,  a 
good  deal  of  the  time  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir,  I  was  constantly  invited  to  make  addresses 
before  different  associations  interested  in  the  questions  which  we  were 
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discussing  here,  and  I  was  constantly  called  into  conference  with  asso- 
ciations in  different  parts  of  the  country  with  reference  to  indus- 
trial legislation,  or  questions  growing  out  of  it,  and  I  should  say  that 
I  have  been  away  from  Washington  easily  a  tnird  of  my  time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  When  did  you  first  come  into  personal  acquaint- 
ance and  relationship  with  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  met  him  on  a  train  between  Indianapolis  and  St. 
Louis,  as  I  recall  it,  in  the  early  part  of  December,  1907;  I  should  say 
somewhere  around  the  4th  or  5th  of  December. 

Mr.  McCarter.  There  has  been  offered  in  evidence  a  letter  of 
introduction  from,  I  think,  Mr.  Schwedtman  or  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  to 
yourself,  introducing  Mr.  Mulhall.  Was  that  letter  ever  presented  to 
you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  knew  Mr.  Mulhall,  then,  before  you  came 
permanently  to  Washington? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  ves. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  some  correspondence  seems  to  have  ensued 
between  you  and  him. 

Senator  Reed.  May  we  stop  to  ask  a  question  ?  You  say  MulhalTs 
letter  of  introduction  was  never  presented.  Do  you  challenge  its 
authenticity? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.     I  simply  never  saw  it  until  I  heard  of  it  here. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Will  you  describe  generally  your  personal  relations 
with  Mr.  Mulhall  while  you  and  he  were  collaborating  in  Washington — 
what  he  did  for  you  and  what  you  did  for  him  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  Mr.  Mulhall  kept  me  supplied  with  copies  of 
all  bills  and  public  documents  relating  to  the  work,  in  which  we  were 
engaged  here,  of  informing  ourselves  with  respect  to  the  nature  and 
status  of  all  pending  legislation  in  which  we  were  interested.  From 
time  to  time  he  informed  me  of  the  information  which  he  gathered 
with  respect  to  the  status  of  these  bills,  and  the  views  of  Members  of 
Congress  whom  he  met  with  relation  to  them,  and  the  meetings  of 
committees,  or  the  anticipated  meetings  of  committees.  He  fre- 
quently made  on  my  behalf  requests  for  hearings  before  committees 
on  matters  of  legislation  pending  before  them,  or  made  inquiry  as  to 
whether  a  committee  was  about  to  hold  hearings,  at  mv  request 
making  the  suggestion  that  if  the  committee  were  to  hold  hearings 
on  such  a  bill,  I  would  appreciate  an  opportunity  to  appear  before 
them  and  discuss  it.  The  colonel  was  represented  to  me  as  a  man 
of  very  wide  political  experience,  who  had  trie  widest  political  acquaint- 
ance, and  who  was  skilled  and  versed  in  legislative  procedure  in 
Washington,  in  which  I  must  confess  I  was  very  green,  and  he  knew 
the  whole  process  of  legislation  here,  and  had  a  very  wide  acquaint- 
ance; so  that  I  constantly  relied  on  him  as  a  source  of  information, 
to  guide  me  with  relation  to  the  progress  of  legislation  in  which  we 
were  interested  before  these  committees,  and  before  Congress  generally: 
and  I  turned  to  him  not  only  for  information  with  reference  to  all 
bills  and  documents  and  things  of  that  kind  which  I  needed, "but  also 
for  information  with  respect  to  the  various  departments  of  the 
Government  with  which  I  was  brought  in  constant  contact  through 
inquiries  of  members  of  the  allied  associations.  He  gathered  all 
sorts  of  information  for  me  with  respect  to  any  pending  matter.  I 
would  turn  over  to  him  a  letter  of  inquiry  that  came  in,  or  anything 
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of  that  kind,  and  he  would  get  the  information  and  rive  it  to  me. 
Everyday  after  reading  the  Concessional  Record  I  made  a  list  of  the 
various  bills  that  had  been  introduced,  which  I  desired  to  examine,  and 
the  reports  of  committees,  which  had  been  made  with  reference  to  legis- 
lation before  them,  obtained  copies  of  those  bills  and  reports  in  that 
way,  and  while  he  was  here  cons  tan  tlv  consulted  with  him  with  reference 
to  anv  matter  that  came  up  in  the  legislative  situation.  He  was 
very  frequently  absent;  and  so  was  I,  because,  of  course,  during  1907 
I  was  secretary  to  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  in  New  York, 
and  my  visits  to  Washington  were  occasional.  I  came  down  here  to 
appear  before  committees  or  to  arrange  for  hearings  on  bills  which 
were  pending,  and  to  get  as  fully  as  I  could  in  touch  with  the  situation 
pending. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Unless  the  committee  desire  otherwise,  I  am 
going  to  confine  my  inquiries  to  the  period  commencing  in  November, 
190S,  wrhen  you  came  here  permanently. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Because  the  rest  is  rather  sporadic.  You  say 
that  Mr.  Mulhall  was  away  a  good  deal  of  the  time.  What  arrange- 
ment, if  any,  was  made  for  you  to  get  copies  of  the  bills  that  were 
introduced  in  his  absence  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  used  to  write  to  the  document  clerk  for  them,  and 
sometimes  went  for  them  personally,  but  I  found  that  it  took  alto- 

f ether  too  much  of  my  time  and  moreover,  it  was  a  slow  process, 
ecause  frequently  I  did  not  get  bills  for  three  or  four  days  in 
that  way,  when  I  was  anxious  to  get  them.  Mr.  Mulhall,  whose 
attention  I  called  to  this  matter,  said  he  had  a  friend  here  with 
whom  he  could  readily  arrange  to  see  that  I  got  copies  of  the  bills 
every  day;  that  if  I  would  simply  make  out  a  list  of  them  he  would 
see  that  they  were  presented  at  my  office,  together  with  any  docu- 
ments I  wanted. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Kid  he  mention  the  name  of  that  friend  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Not  at  first,  no,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Who  did  that  friend  turn  out  to  be? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  McMichael. 

Mr.  McCarter  ^hen  did  you  first  become  aware  of  the  name  of 
the  friend,  and  when  did  you  first  come  into  contact  with  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael, if  you  can  recall? 

Mr.  Emery.  As  nearly  as  I  can  definitely  fix  it,  it  was  early  in  the 
spring.  I  think  the  first  personal  contact  I  had  with  him  was  in  the 
spring  of  1910  I  think  some  time  prior  to  that — I  can  not  exactly 
fix  the  date — I  knew  that  Mr.  McMichael  was  the  person  who  was 
supplying  and  sending  copies  of  the  bills  and  documents  to  the  office. 
My  practice  was  to  give  to  Miss  White,  my  secretary,  every  morning 
a  list  of  the  bills  which  I  desired  for  the  day,  and  this  list  was  given  to 
Col  Mulhall  when  he  was  there ;  or  Mr.  McMichael — as  it  seems  it  was — 
called  up  on  the  telephone  and  asked  what  bills  were  desired  for  the 
day,  ana  this  list  was  given  to  him  over  the  telephone  by  Miss  White, 
ancl  the  bills  and  such  other  documents  or  reports  as  were  desired 
would  come  in  the  mail. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  recall  evidence  to  the  effect  that  there 
were  in  your  employ,  or  in  the  employ  of  the  council  through  you, 
two  negroes,  Neal  and  Parker  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  recall  that  evidence. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  "What  is  the  fact  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  One  is  the  messenger  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee. The  other  is  a  messenger  in  the  Speakers  room.  I  know 
both  men — have  seen  them  off  and  on  in  the  course  of  my  appearance 
before  committees,  or  in  going  to  the  Speaker's  room.  Tne  letter 
which  was  introduced  in  evidence  here,  and  which  referred  to  a 
check  for  850  which  I  sent  to  Col.  Mulhall,  is  a  correct  letter.  I  did 
send  such  a  letter  to  Col.  Mulhall,  and  I  sent  him  the  money  to  pay 
each  of  those  men  for  the  many  courtesies  which  they  had  extended 
to  our  members  when  they  were  in  Washington  during  the  sessions 
on  the  Payne- Aldrich  bill  in  1909,  and  in  the  ensuing  Congress. 
Because  of  the  many  reports  that  were  made  to  me  by  our  members, 
and  because  of  my  own  personal  contact  when  I  happened  to  meet 
these  men  in  the  course  of  occasional  appearances  at  the  Capitol, 
I  knew  of  their  courtesy,  and  desired  to  express  my  appreciation  of 
their  many  courtesies,  and  I  sent  the  money  for  that  purpose. 

These  men  were  never  in  our  employ  in  any  way,  shape  or  form, 
and  it  wras  merely  a  recognition  of  the  many  courtesies  which  they 
had  performed ;  and  I  had  neglected  and  put  the  thing  off  until  when 
I  was  going  to  Europe  to  be  gone  for  a  long  time.  T  had  expected 
to  give  them  the  money  personally  if  I  met  them  in  the  Capitol, 
and  to  thank  them;  but  I  did  not  see  them,  and  I  sent  the  money 
to  the  colonel,  and  requested  him  to  do  so. 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  the  letter  from  which  I  will  now  quote,  found  on 
page  3230  of  the  printed  proceedings  before  this  committee,  I  find 
the  following: 

I  left  Washington  on  a  hurried  western  trip  that  took  me  as  far  west  as  Chicago  and 
St.  Paul  and  did  not  pet  hack  into  Washington  until  the  7th.  I  found  neither  Neal 
nor  Harry  at  the  Capitol,  but  I  know  you  will  be  able  to  locate  them,  so  inclose  here- 
with my  check  for  $50,  from  which  you  can  give  them  $25  each. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  number  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  3839,  3840.  Mr.  Emery,  it  has  been  stated 
here  bv  Mr.  Mulhall  in  various  forms,  to  the  effect  that 

Senator  Reed.  Just  a  moment,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  proper  method  of  examination,  to  state  what  was  stated  by 
another  witness  and  then  ask  if  it  is  true.  Let  him  ask  this  witness 
what  the  facts  are  about  certain  things. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  draw  a  check  once  a  month  to  the  order 
of  M.  M.  Mulhall  for  the  purpose  of  having  him  with  that  check  pay 
McMichael  $50  a  month,  and  Neal  and  Harry  $30  and  $20  respectively? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  have  already  stated  that  neither  Neal  nor 
Harry  was  employed  by  the  association,  or  by  you  for  the  association 
or  the  council  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  have  stated  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Have  you  your  checks  during  the  period  from  1909 
to  1911,  which  I  think  is  the  period  that  Mr.  Mulhall  testified  about  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Where  are  they? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  have  always  made  a  practice  of  keeping  my  checks 
for  the  preceding  year,  and  I  unfortunately  did  not  have  those  checks, 
but  have  made  every  endeavor  I  can  by  an  application^  thelbank 
to  secure  the  information  with  respect  to  them.  frflFi    ftfi  1 
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Mr.  McCarter.  What  is  this  long  paper  which  I  show  you,  which 
looks  like  stock  jobbing  tape? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  a  list 

Senator  Reed.  If  that  is  what  it  is,  perhaps  we  had  better  get 
Lauterbach  or  his  associate. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  beg  pardon 

Senator  Reed.  If  there  is  anything  of  that  kind  we  had  better  get 
Lauterbach  and  Lamar. 

Mr.  McCarter.  'ITiis  is  from  the  bank. 

Mr.  Fmery.  ITiis  is  a  list  of  my  checks  for  the  years  1909.  1910 
and  1911,  prepared  by  the  Union  Trust  Co.,  my  bonk,  at  my  request, 
in  order  to  show  all  checks  issued  by  me  during  that  period. 

The  Chairman.  Personal  chocks? 

Mr.  Fmery.  Yes,  all  personal  checks. 

Mr.  McCarter.  During  that  period  did  you  have  any  other  bank 
account  than  the  one  in  the  Union  Trust  Co.  in  this  city? 

Mr.  Fmery.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  this  is  a  transcript  of  your  personal  checks 
during  the  period  named,  given  to  you  by  the  bank;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  Fmery.  Yes.  This  is  a  list  of  checks,  made  out  in  the  same 
form  in  which  a  list  is  made  for  every  depositor  when  the  bank 
checks  up  his  balance.  They  wrap  around  his  checks  a  list  of  the 
amounts. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  shows  the  amounts,  but  not  the  names  or 
the  dates. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  have  been  unable  to  get  a  record  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  McCarter.  This  is  by  months,  and  I  have  endeavored  to  note 
on  the  margin  every  $100  check  that  appears  in  the  list;  and  I  will 
state,  subject  to  correction  after  examination  by  the  members  of  the 
committee,  that  in  several  months  there  anpear  several  checks  for 
$100,  and  for  some  months  no  (hecks  at  all  for  $100. 

Senator  Nelsox.  Are  the  dates  given  there? 

Mr.  Fmery.  Month  by  month,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  would  like  to  offer  this  in  evidence. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  marked  Fmery  I  xhibit  No.  36.) 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  you  have  the  stubs? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  have  those  stubs  which  are  there.  They  are  all  I 
have  been  able  to  find. 

Senator  Reed.  What  do  you  mean  by  "  those  stubs  there"  ? 

Mr.  Carter.  These  [indicating],  that  I  was  just  going  to  offer. 

Mr.  Emery,  did  you  keep  a  large  check  book  or  a  little  pocket  check 
book  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  A  check  book  of  the  kind  that  is  there  [indicating 
small  pocket  check  book], 

Mr.  McCarter.  Have  you  looked  for  your  check  stubs  during  the 
period  that  is  covered  by  my  former  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Namely,  from  1909,  I  think  it  is,  to  1911,  in- 
clusive ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Have  you  found  any  others  than  these  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  McCunmt.  Plea**  fc»k  at  these-  in  this  book  {handing  witnea 
eherk  book;  and  tell  as  what  peri&d  they  cover. 

Mr.  Emery  'after  eva  mining  check  bookj .  Time  stubs  cower — con- 
tain entries  for — pan  of  August,  September.  October,  and  November 
ofl&ll. 

Senator  Xelsox.  Do  too  offer  that  in  evidence ! 

Mr.  McCarter-  Yes,  sir.    I  will  ask  to  hare  that  marked. 

The  check  book  referred  to  was  marked  Emery  Exhibit  Xo.  37.) 

Senator  Xelsox.  That  is  one  of  the  three  cheek  books  von  have  I 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  one  of  the  three,  res.  sir. 

Mr.  Emery  examining  another  check  book  .  These  stubs  relate  to 
August  r  September,.  October.  November  and  December  of  1910,  and 
the  month  of  January — some  entries  in  the  month  of  January — 1911. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

(The  check  book  last  referred  to  was  marked  Emerv  Exhibit  Xo. 

Senator  Xelsox.  I  suppose  those  stubs  will  be  printed,  Mr.  Chair- 
man; that  is,  just  the  stuos! 

The  Chairman.  Should  we  have  them  printed ! 

Senator  Xelsox.  Just  the  stubs. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  see  any  use  in  having  all  the  stubs  printed. 

Senator  Xelsox.  There  may  be  something  m  there  that  Senator 
Beed  wants. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  us  wait  until  we  are  through  examining,  and 
then  we  can  pass  on  that. 

Senator  Xelsox.  Yes.  Perhaps  we  should  have  printed  only  such 
stubs  as  we  care  for. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  about  the  third  check  book  ? 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examining  check  book).  1  think  the  entries  in 
this  check  book  refer  to  1912,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  1912  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  Thev  are  not  dated,  but  I  identify  them  by  the 
names  of  the  parties  to  whom  the  checks  were  drawn. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Are  there  anv  entries,  in  any  of  those  stubs,  of 
checks  to  the  order  of  M.  M.  Mulhall? 

Mr.  Emery.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  offer  this  check  book  in  evidence. 

(The  check  book  last  referred  to  was  marked  Emery  Exhibit  Xo. 
39.) 

.Senator  Cummins.  I  wish  you  would  ask  one  other  question,  or  I 
ma}'  ask  it  for  you;  whether  or  not  these  check  books, or  books  con- 
taining stubs  of  checks,  contained  all  the  checks  you  drew  during  the 
period  covered  bv  them? 

Mr.  Emery.  Xo,  sir,  thev  did  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  had  other  check  books  that  you  used  con- 
temporaneously  ? 

Mr.  Emery. "Xo,  sir.  There  may  have  been  other  checks  issued 
bv  me,  that  I  did  not  enter,  either  because  I  was  away  or  because 
tnov  wore  checks  drawn  at  the  bank  and  I  did  not  enter  them.  I 
say  that  because  I  imagine  that  I  may  have  forgotten  some  of  them, 
Senator;  that  is,  I  may  not  have  entered  them. 

Mr.  McCarter.  In  other  words,  you  would  now  and  then  draw  a 
counter  check  or  an  isolated  chock,  apart  from  vour  check  book;  is 
that  it  ? 
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Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Which  one  of  these  is  the  1912  check  book? 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  last  one  here. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  which  is  the  last  one. 

Mr.  McCarter  (indicating).  That  one  right  there. 

Senator  Reed.  May  I  mark  it  in  the  margin,  here,  1912  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  sir;  identify  it  in  any  way  you  want  to. 

Mr.  Emery,  what  transactions  do  you  recall  having  had  with  Mr. 
Mulhall  in  which  checks  were  given  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Several  times  at  his  request  I  cashed  checks  for  him, 
for  small  amounts,  simply  to  accommodate  him;  and  on  one  occasion 
I  cashed  a  check,  or  gave  him  my  personal  check,  for  the  sum  of  $408 
and  something  odd,  on  the  telephonic  request  of  the  New  York  office, 
they  asking  me  to  give  my  personal  check  to  Mr.  Mulhall  who  was 
going  away,  or  some  other  matter,  and  I  did  so;  and  on  the  same  day 
they  sent  me  their  check  for  the  amount  I  advanced  to  him.  That 
appears  in  the  account,  I  think,  of  May,  1910. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  there  is  a  check  for  $408  and  something 
in  the  list  of  checks  furnished  by  the  bank,  which  is  in  evidence. 

Now  I  want  to  take  up  as  briefly  as  I  can 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Emery,  you  did  not  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  Emery.  Sir? 

Senator  Nelson.  Why  did  you  not  answer  that  question?  You 
nodded. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  understand  it  as  an  inquiry.  I  thought  it 
was  a  statement. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  did  not  answer  my  question.  Your  answer 
is,  yes  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Answer  the  questions,  so  that  the  stenographer 
can  get  your  answers. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 
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Emery  Exhibit  No.  36. 


Ace.  open- 
ed,Dec., 
1909.       , 

$100.00 

10.00 

56.20  : 

3.00 

100.00 

10.00 

18.00 

100.00 

50.00 

18.00 

22.50 

50.00 

50. 00 

20.00 

200.44 

9.00 

50.00 

20.00 

10.00 

07.40 

17.45 

57.50 

9.25 

1.10 

50.00 

57.75 

3.00 

3,800.00 

6.00 

100.00 

100.60 

20.00 


5,187.19 


$1,000.00 
57.50 
3.50 
7.35 
2a  00 
80.00 
50.00 
15.00 
10.00 
10.10 

2a  oo 

75.00 
19.58 
20.00 

Mir.,  mcf 

10.00 

201.67 

57.50 

11.25 

300.00  ' 

ft.  90 

100.00 

7.25 

1.80 

20.00 

7.00 

100.00 

35.00 

139.55 

50.00 

20.00 

10.00 

75.00 

20.00 

3,000.00 

8,045.87 

60.00 


Jan.,  19t0  9,005.87 


6.25 
10.00 
.90 
80.00 
75.00 
20.00 
71.50 


$35.00 
75.00 

100.00 
40.00 
20.00 
20.00 
30.00 

May,  1910 

57.60 

4.10 

G.25 

14.75 

2.00 

20.00 

4.45 

800.00 

20.00 

406.00 

72.75 

.40 

10.00 

100.00 

20.00 

51.46 

6.00 

82.35 

100.00 

20.00 

20.00 

100.00 

25.00 

29.44 

40.00 


July,  1910  Dec.,  1910. 


2.334.44 


41.18 
22.69  • 
20.00  , 
600.00  ' 
500.00  ! 
1,000.00 
20.00  I 
10.00 
A.  00  I 
3.75 
16.25  ■ 
30.00  | 

Feb.,  1910 

i 

300.00  i 
14.00  : 
40.00 
20.00 
32. 40  I 

100.00  ! 

100.00  , 

100.00 


40.00 
60.00 
20.00 
I    14.39 

Apr.,  1910 

10.00 
COO 

1,500!  oo 

13.25 
50.00 
12.00 
57.50 

101.00 
10.70 
4.50 
20.00 
22^5 
50.00 
20.00 
80.00 
77.40 
10.00 
50.00 
20.00 
10.00 

100.00 
23.08 
20.00 


2,416.17 


30.00 

June,  1910 

57.50 

1.80 

170.75 

7.70 

1.50 

20.00 

20.00 

200.00 

3.15 

11.10 

20.00 

100.00 

82.95 

11.80 

20.00 

20.00 

20.00 

130.75 

3.T0 

40.00 

2.000.00 

20.00 

23.52 


$225.00 

125.00 

25.00 

9.75 

67.  £0 

200.00 

110.00 

22.00 

4.50 

51.  ra 

173.95 

4.05 

1.000.00 

126.00 

30.00 

18.00 

27.90 

20.00 

100.00 

30.80 

6.f0 

47.06 

12.50 

4.00 

15.00 

12.50 

50.00 

36.30 

45.00 

100.00 

65.00 

42.80 

Aug.,  1910 

100.00 

100.00 

65.00 

Sept., 1910 

30.00 
100.00 

65.00 
130.00 

Oct.,  1910 

20.00 
100.00 
65.00 
13.25 
20.90 


3.792.63 


3.022.12 


2V  00 
20.00 
76.75 
15.00 
30.00 
20.00 


Nor., 
1910. 

300.00 

100.00 
25.00 
57.50 
50.00 

110.00 
4.00 

433.00 

25.00 

2.000.00 

35.00 

15.14 


3,154.64 


$150.00 

20.00 

2.35 

57.50 

100.00 

500.00 

3.75 

5.00 

25.00 

50.00 

5.00 

6a  00 

3a  oo 

9.55 

4.50 

5.00 

25.00 

20.00 

45.00 

25.00 

30.00 

12.50 

400.00 


1.585.15 


Jan., 

1911. 

42.02 
20.00 

5.00 
2,664.06 
25.00 
50.00 
57.50 
35.00 
20.00 

5.00 
75.00 
5a  00 
75.00 

5.00 

1.50 
25.00 
25.00 
25.00 
12.00 

6.25 
29.85 
25.00 

2.79 

Feb., 
1911. 

21.00 

75.00 

425.00 

3.25 

57.50 


3,862.72 


9.00 

4.06 
32.00 

3.30 
40.00 
79.00 
50.00 
50.00 

7.00 


$5.00 
25.00 
25.00 
20.00 
45.00 
50.00 
325.01) 
25.00 
30.00 
30.00 


854.36 


70.00 

Mar., 
1911. 

30.00 

425.00 

57.50 

4.15 

8.25 

5.00 

4.00 

50.00 

22.37 

377.85 

5.39 

25.00 

18.05 

25.00 

25.00 

45.00 

20.00 

20.00 

25.00 

347.50 

10.00 

12.55 

1.00 

12.50 

30.00 

25.00 

17.44 

10.00 


1,728.55 


Apr., 
1911. 

5.00 
25.00 
30.00 
10.00 
50.00 
57.50 
40.00 
425.00 

8.  HO 
25.00 
50.00 
25.00 
10.65 
17.00 

2.30 
12.00 
25.00 
20.00 
20.00 


858.25 


$30.00 

10.00 

60.00 

11.15 

11.00 

10.00 

51.55 

25.00 

20.00 

5.45 

57.50 

3.25 

15.05 

425.00 

3,570.00 

50.00 

200.00 

30.00 

75.00 

4.60 

8.50 

2.20 

5.40 

7.00 

25.65 


4,713.30 
15.05 


4,698.25 


Map, 
1911. 

100.00 
25.00 
35.00 

225.00 
30.00 
52.50 

100.00 

4.06 

25.00 

75.00 

227.88 
82.25 

June, 

1911. 

60.00 
57.50 
30.00 
57.42 
30.00 


1,216.60 


425.00 
16.25 
7.05 
27.30 
13.90 
10.25 
22.60 
53.58 
25.00 
20.00 
16.00 
30.00 
25.00 
40.00 
11.75 
59.05 


I 


$50.00 
75.00 
20.00 
30.00 
25.00 
21.80 
10.00 
50.00 
40.00 
30.00 

July, 
1911. 

20.00 


1,174.53 


75.00 

173.95 

50.00 

250.00 

57.50 

25.00 

1.30 

2.45 

6.05 

3.75 

4.00 

27.35 

11.90 

4.50 

9.00 

60.00 

10.00 

30.00 

12.50 

53.25 

20.00 

40.00 

3.75 

29.57 

25.00 

10.00 

30.00 

20.00 


1,045.82 


20.00 
25.00 
30.00 
16.70 

Aug., 
1911. 

324.32 

40.00 

50.00 

4.00 

33.10 

20.00 

57.50 

25.00 

5.00 

333.20 

100.00 

100.00 

10.00 

39.00 


1,232.82 


$30.00 

10.00 

8.00 

507.58 

100.00 

28.00 

22.50 

25.00 

30.00 

51.15 

Sept., 
1911. 

50.00 
25.00 


887.23 


57.50 

100.00 

313. 19 

600.00 

25.00 

200.00 

15.25 

25.00 

50.00 

5.00 

1.45 

8.71 

3.25 

4.60 

14.90 

31.75 

3.50 

3.95 

82.50 

20.00 


1,565.55 


saoo 

Oct., 

1911. 

7a  15 

soaoo 

25.00 

oai5 

81.95 
32.50 


819. 75 


Not., 
1911. 

500.00 

25.00 

5.00 

3a  oo 
2a  oo 

75.00 

2a  oo 

22.96 

25.00 

1.50 

7.60 

25.00 

177.00 


tnaoo 

27.00 
25.00 
20.00 
24.35 
10.00 
10.00 

2a  oo 

46.19 

3a  oo 
3a  oo 

Dee., 

1911. 

4a  oo 

13.25 

3a  oo 

21.48 

2a  oo 

485.00 
10  00 
25.00 

2a  oo 
laoo 

57.50 
S2.50 
13.05 
47.85 
13.50 
5.50 
2.50 

soaoo 

16.50 

iaoo 

1.85 


2,612.08 
.10 


2,611.98 


15.65 

2d  00 

25.00 

25.00 

oa  00 

18.50 

25.00 

8.00 

5.00 

1.00 

45.00 

5.00 

1X50 

21.00 

4a  00 

408.50 

52.43 

28.10 

134.00 

25.00 

25.00 

35.00 

30.00 


Jan., 
1919. 

25.00 


1,089.68 
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Emery  Exhibit  No.  37 — Check  Book. 


No.  of 
check. 

Date. 
191-. 

6160 

Aug.  14 
Sept.   6 

7 
7 
7 

4030 

4031 

32 

33 

Nov.    3 
3 

4 

4 

8ept.  12 

16 
Oct.     1 

8231 
33 
6170 
6172 
6173 

Sept.  13 

23 

23 

Oct.     7 

Oct.    10 

In  favor  of— 


Hotel  Savoy 

BurchCo 

Mrs.  J.  A.  E............. 

Mabel  White 

ThoB.  J.  Fisher 

Potomac  Telephone,  etc. 

Self 

Henry  One , 

E.H.E 

Mabel  White , 

do 

Postal  Telegraph 

W.F.Roberts 

Byron  Adams 

Blackistone 

Willard  Hotel 

Tokalon  Wine  Co 

Brentano 

Mabel  White 

do 

do 

Towaon 

Savoy  Hotel 

Mrs.  J.  A.  E , 

Savoy  Hotel 

L.  R.  Alden 

Columbia  Club 


Amount 
of  check. 


•51.15 


200.00 

25.00 

57.50 

4.65 

sa  00 

30.00 

500.00 

25.00 

5.00 

8.71 

1.45 

3.25 

3.60 

31.75 

4.60 

3.95 

80.50 

25.00 

5.00 

20.00 

7a  15 

500.00 

60.15 

81.95 

32.50 


Emery  Exhibit  No.  38— Check  Book. 


No.  of 
check. 

•» 

Date, 
1910. 

In  favor  of— 

Amount 
of  check. 

751 

Aug.  27 

Sept.    9 
9 

Oct.   21 
21 
25 

Nov.  26 
26 
26 
26 

Mrs.  M.  Hartrick 

$30.00 

758 

Luther  Hartrick 

20.00 

1759 

L.  H.  Brint,  Mgr 

130.00 

1760 

Woodward  Lotnrop 

13.25 

61 

A brahain  Htniuss.  ± .  ...  . . , ....  1T.  T ,.,.,..  T ,  T , ...  T .-.,...  r . 

20.90 

1762 

Mrs .  Hartrick 

300.00 

5004 

M.  White 

25.00 

5005 

Thos.  Fisher  &  Co 

57.50 

5003 

Mrs.  J.  A.  E 

50.00 

H.  Brint 

110.00 

5006 

4.00 

5007 

Dec.     1 

1 

4 

5 

Nov.  26 

Dec.     6 

5 

10 

Mrs.  J.  A.K.j 

433.00 

5009 

Flmere  W 

100.00 

5010 

Mabel  White  (salary  Dec.  3) 

25.00 

5011 

Club / ' '. 

15.14 

5005 

Self 

100.00 

5013 

W.  K.  Chase .• 

150.00 

5012 

W.  B.  Hibbs -. 

2,000.00 

5014 

Mabel  White 

20.00 

15 

57.50 

16 

2.35 

5017 

Dec.  10 
14 
14 
16 
17 
17 
22 
23 
22 
22 
22 
27 
31 

Jan.     2 
2 

Cbes.  Tcleph.  Co.  ( Dec.  rent) 

3.75 

5018 

5.00 

5019 

Moore  &  Hill V. .'. 

500.00 

5021 

45.00 

5020 

Mabel  White 

25.00 

5021 

it          tt 

5.00 

5022 

C.  E .  Gould 

60.00 

5023 

Mab«l  White,  salary 

30.00 

5024 

Auto  Touring  Co. .". 

4.50 

25 

Wm.  Blotchen  (surry) 

5.00 

5026 

Willards  Hotel  Co 

9.55 

5027 

8elf. 

25.00 

5028 

Mabel  White,  salary  to  Dec.  31,  partly  cash  $5 

25.00 

5029 

Blackistone 

12.50 

5030 

Mrs.  A.  H.  E 

25.00 

5031 

Mrs.  J.  A.  E 

400.00 

5032 

Self 

30.00 

sa% 

H.  R.  Towne 

7.50 

5034 

2JL00 
2,66c  06 

5^35 

5036 

50.00 
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Emery  Exhibit  No.  39 — Check  Book. 


No.  of 
check. 


Date, 
191-. 


6050 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 


Jan. 


Feb. 


9 
9 
9 
12 
2 


In  favor  of— 


Feb. 


3 
3 
3 
3 


Wm.  F.  Poultnoy 

Thos.  J.  Fisher  (Jan.) 4 . 

Postal  Telegraph 

Mabel  White  (partly) 

Tbos.  J.  Fisher 

Fred  Souter 

C.  C.Club 

E.  E.  Hinkle 

Funk  W agnails 

Mabel  White 

W .  F.  Roberts 

C.  &  P.  Telephone  Co 

Byron  Adams 

Tokalon  Wine  Co 

Auto  Tire  Repair  Co 

Jno.  Crowley 

Willard 

Terminal  Taxi 

Rlackistone ^. 

Central  Oarage 


Feb. 


3 
3 
3 
3 


75 

10 

76 

10 

24 

23 

80 

24 

81 

27 

82 

27 

83 

26 

27 

85 

Mar.  2 

86 

87 

88 

89 

90 

A.  H.  Davison 

Commercial  Club . 

Crockett 

W.  B.  Moses 

Robinson 

M.  White 

do 

Self 

C.  E.  Dawson../, 


Amount 
of  check. 


$32.50 
57.50 
19.08 
10.00 
57.50 
20,00 
30.25 

130.00 

11.90 

90.00 

2.60 

12.70 

3.25 

10.20 

6.00 

.  1.75 

73.00 

110 

24.50 

136.47 


2.25 
10.63 

7.50 
403.15 
15.00 
25.00 
30.00 
20.00 
5a  00 


Western  Union 

Postal  Telegraph 

J.  M.  Gould 

Mabel  White 

Fisher  &  Co.  (March). 

80c.  F.  L 

Tokalon 

Willard 

Postal  Telegraph 


8.80 
16.73 
25.40 
25.00 
57.50 
5.00 
9.10 
50.70 
25.90 


Mr.  McCarter.  Letter  No.  2757-2760,  it  apparently  being  a  letter 
from  Mulhall  to  Schwedtman,  contains  the  following  statement: 

I  had  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Emery  on  Friday  night,  calling  me  to  New  York  on  Satur- 
day morning. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  dated  June  2,  1909.     I  continue  reading: 

We  had  a  conference  in  relation  to  the  Washington  situation,  and  he  stated  what  he 
wished  me  to  do  and  gave  me  to  understand  plainly  what  he  wishes  done  while  he  is 
absent.  He  has  put  it  up  to  me  to  fix  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee while  he  is  away,  and  I  feel  certain  I  can  have  this  done,  as  we  have  been 
working  upon  this  for  some  time.  It  looks  as  though  we  would  meet  with  success  all 
along  the  line. 

What  have  you  to  say  in  regard  to  that  statement  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  I  do  submit,  if  the  committee  please — I  have 
made  the  objection  several  times  and  our  friend  here,  I  know,  under- 
stands— that  the  proper  way  to  examine  the  witness  is  to  ask  him 
whether  or  not  certain  things  took  place,  and  not  to  read  somebody 
else's  testimony  or  statement  and  ask  the  witness  to  comment  upon 
it,  or  to  ask  him  whether  i£  is  true  or  false. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  will  endeavor  to  accommodate  myself,  Senator 
Reed,  to  your  desire.     I  thought  it  was  the  quickest  way  to  do  it. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  the  quickest  way,  of  course. 
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Senator  Cummins.  In  view  of  the  way  in  which  our  witnesses  have 
been  examined  here,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  question  is  a  proper  one. 
He  is  not  referring  to  any  testimony. 

Mr.  McCarter.  No  ,  this  is  a  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  He  is  asking  the  witness  now  purely  for  comment 
upon  a  letter.  He  says  "What  have  you  to  say  in  regard  to  that 
statement"? 

Senator  Cummins.  He  of  course  means  to  call  out  his  recollection 
in  regard  to  that  statement. 

Senator  Reed.  I  should  not  think  that  it  would  necessarily  call — 
I  do  not  want  to  be  captious  about  it,  but  I  submit  to  the  com- 
mittee that  where  the  witness  is  an  attorney,  to  begin  with,  and 
he  has  been  put  upon  the  stand  here  in  the  attitude  of  a  witness 
for  what  they  are  pleased  to  term  "the  defense,"  my  idea  of  the 
weight  which  must  oe  given  to  his  testimony  would  be  considerably 
affected  by  the  question  whether  it  is  given  in  one  way  or  whether 
it  is  given  in  another  way. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  he  may  answer  the  question. 

Senator  Cummins.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Go  ahead,  Mr.  McCarter,  and  frame  the  question. 

Mr.  McCarter.  This  letter  says,  "He"   (meaning  Emery)   "has 

Eut  it  up  to  me"  (Mulhall)  "to  fix  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the 
tabor  Committee  while  he  "  (Emery)  "  is  away."  Had  you  done  any 
such  thing  as  that  with  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  no,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Speak  a  little  louder. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What,  if  anything,  did  you  say  or  do  with  Mr. 
Mulhall  with  regard  to  any  activity  ne  was  to  display  touching  the 
formation  or  the  attitude  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  Labor 
Committee,  while  you  were  away  at  this  time,  which  was  June  2,  1909  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  please  give  me  the  number  of  that  letter 
again  ?     I  have  forgotten  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  is  2757-2760. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  recollect  distinctly  the  details  of  the  conver- 
sation which  is  alluded  to  in  that  letter,  which  doubtless  took  place; 
but  I  am  positive  that  no  conversation  passed  between  us  witn  ref- 
erence to  any  such  statement  as  that.  I  was  going  away  to  be  gone 
some  time,  and  at  most  could  have  asked  Col.  Mufti  all  to  inform  me 
as  to  any  appointments  made  on  this  committee  during  my  absence. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  I  object. 

The  Chairman.  Just  state  the  facts. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  my  best  recollection,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  at  most  you  could  have  done  so  and  so. 
State  the  facts. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say  I  could  not  undertake  to  relate  the  conversation. 
That  I  do  not  undertake  to  do;  but  my  best  recollection  is  that,  so  far 
as  relates  to  that  subject,  I  requested  him  to  keep  me  informed  as  to 
any  change  in  the  personnel  of  these  committees  during  my  absence. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you,  either  at  that  or  at  any  other  time,  put 
it  up  to  Mr.  Mulhall  to  fix  either  the  Judiciary  Committee  or  the 
Committee  on  Labor  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  I  want  to  return  for  a  moment  to  the  McMichael 
matter,  which  I  overlooked,  and  of  which  you  reminded  me. 

Did  you  ever  make  a  payment  to  Mulhall  for  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  When,  and  under  what  circumstances  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  While  Mr.  McMichael  was  sending  to  my  office  with 
the  documents  and  bills  I  referred  to,  Col.  Mulhall,  who  had  made  the 
arrangement,  suggested  that  he  be  paid,  I  think  it  was  $15  a  month. 

Senator  Reed.  $15? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  so,  yes,  sir;  and  that  money  was  paid  to  Col. 
Mulhall,  and  I  suppose  he  gave  it  to  Mr.  McMichael.  It  may  have 
been  as  much,  during  some  months  of  the  time  he  served,  as  $20.  It 
never  exceeded  that,  that  is  positive;  and  the  relation  terminated 
entirely  in  1910,  when  I  went  to  Europe. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  you  left  for  Europe,  or  when  you  came 
back? 

Mr.  Emery.  When  I  left,  Senator. 

Mr.  McCarter.  There  has  been  some  testimony  here  with  regard 
to  the  use  of  a  secret  room  in  the  basement  of  this  building,  and  your 
assent  to  that  proposition.     Tell  us  all  you  know  about  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  Col.  Mulhall  at  various  times  suggested  the  establish- 
ment of  what  he  called  a  bureau  of  information,  from  which  con- 
gressional documents,  bearing  upon  the  various  subjects,  or  argu- 
ments which  had  been  had  before  various  committees  here,  should 
be  distributed.  Sometime  in  1011  he  made  the  definite  suggestion 
to  me  that  the  secretary  of  some  congressional  friend  had  offered  to 
permit  him  to  use  a  room  here  in  the  Capitol  building,  for  the  purpose  of 
accumulating  documents,  and  putting  them  in  there  and  sending 
them  out  under  frank  to  the  members  of  the  association  and  of  other 
organizations  which  would  be  interested  in  such  distribution,  and  I 
.told  the  Colonel  at  the  time  that  it  was  an  utterly  impossible  proposal. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  you  say  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  it  was  an  utterly  impossible  proposal;  that  the 
use  even  under  such  circumstances  of  any  room  in  the  Capitol  would 
invite  a  very  proper  criticism,  and  that  I  under  no  circumstances 
would  agree  to  have  any  further  discussion  of  it. 

Later  than  that,  when  I  was  in  New  York,  Mr.  Bird  told  me  that 
the  Colonel  had  made  the  same  proposition  to  him,  and  he  wanted  to 
know  what  I  thought  of  such  a  thing,  and  I  said  to  him  that  it  was 
too  absurd  to  discuss;  that  it  would  justly  invite  criticism,  and  that  it 
must  not  be  considered,  and  told  him  what  I  had  said  to  the  Colonel. 
I  used  probably  stronger  language  than  I  am  using  now.  That  is  the 
last  I  heard  of  the  matter.  Mr.  Bird  told  me  he  intended  to  immedi- 
ately write  to  the  Colonel  and  condemn  the  matter,  just  as  he  had 
already  condemned  it  in  conversation  with  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  interrupt  ?  I  want  to  make 
an  inquiry  of  the  committee.  We  have  heretofore  agreed  on  adjourn- 
ing at  12  o'clock.  Wo  changed  the  time  of  adjournment  this  morning 
to  1 1  o'clock  because  of  the  Senate  convening  at  that  hour,  and  I  want 
to  know  if  it  is  proper  for  us  to  go  on  while  the  Senate  is  in  session,  or 
whether  we  should  stop  now.  I  know  Senator  Cummins  particularly 
wants  to  be  at  the  tariff  debate,  and  there  is  very  good  reason  why 
he  should  have  that  desire.  I  was  going  to  make  this  suggestion  to 
"      ^mmittee,  whether  it  is  not  possible  for  us  to  either  take  up  these 
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matters  at  night  sessions  and  get  through  with  them,  or  to  try  and 
have  the  members  arrange  very  soon  for  a  day  when  we  can  start  in 
in  the  morning  and  run  through,  until  we  get  through  with  Mr. 
Emery's  testimony,  because  the  matter  is  dragging — of  itself;  I  am 
not  criticizing  anybody. 

Mr.  McCabter.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  And  also  because  I  myself  am  very  anxious,  and 
I  think  all  the  members  are  anxious,  to  hear  the  tariff  discussions. 
They  are  getting  pretty  warm  and  interesting,  and  are  on  important 
matters.  I  wanted  to  see  just  what  the  committee  thought  about 
it,  and  therefore  I  thought  I  would  stop  here  for  that  suggestion. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  must  be  in  the  Senate  this 
morning,  but  I  do  not  think  I  will  be  engaged  there  more  than  a  few 
minutes,  for  I  do  not  now  intend  to  do  what  I  had  expected  to  do  at  this 
time.  However,  I  feel  that  I  would  like  to  be  present  at  least  most 
of  the  time  during  the  tariff  debate.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that 
the  examination  01  Mr.  Emery  shall  go  on  in  my  absence.  I  can  read 
the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  McCarter,  have  you  an  idea  about  how  long  it 
will  take  you  to  conclude  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  should  think  in  half  an  hour  I  should  be  through 
with  Mr.  Emery  on  what  I  call  our  direct  examination,  unless  there 
is  some  other  interruption. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  have  gotten  down  now  to  a  few  specific  questions 
that  I  wanted  to  ask  him  concerning  the  business.  I  do  not  think  it 
will  take  more  than  half  or  three-quarters  of  an  hour,  Senator  Reed. 

Senator  Reed.  Suppose  we  go  on  until  12  o'clock  to-day? 

Senator  Nelson.  And  let  us  not  interrupt  any  more  tnan  is  nec- 
essary. 

The  Chairman.  What  length  of  time  was  covered  by  your  deposits 
in  the  bank  as  shown  by  the  slips  exhibited  here  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  From  what  time  to  what  time? 

Mr.  Emery.  All  of  1909,  1910  and  1911. 

Senator  Nelson.  Three  years  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  None  before  that  on  the  slips? 

Mr.  Emery.  None  before  that  on  the  slips. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  none  after  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.     I  can  give  you  all  my  checks  for  1912. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  see  Mr.  Mulhall  left  the  employ  of  the  asso- 
ciation, practically,  in  October,  1911,  although  theoretically  his  resig- 
nation took  effect  January  1,  1912. 

Mr.  Emery,  I  refer  you  to  page  2744  of  the  printed  record  of  these 
proceedings,  where  I  find  that  Mr.  Mulhall  testified  as  follows 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  not  avoid  that  kind  of  examination  ? 

The  Chairman.  You  might  refresh  his  memory  and  then  ask  the 
question. 

Senator  Reed.  That  might  lead  us  a  long  ways  off.  I  think  you 
can  see  where  that  might  possibly  take  us. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  am  frank  to  say,  Senator  Reed,  that  over  in  the 
ancient  and  honorable  State  of  New  Jersey  that  is  the  universal  way  of 
contradicting  a  witness. 
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The  Chairman.  Well,  you  might  read  it  into  the  record  and  then 
ask  your  question. 

Mr.  McCarter.  On  page  2744  of  the  printed  record  in  this  case 
appears  the  following: 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Cole  had  served  two  terms  in  Congress.  Before  he  was  nominated 
the  second  time  he  pledged  himself  that  he  would  not  run  a  thud  time.  There  had 
been  certain  influences  brought  to  bear  on  him  here  in  Washington  to  stand  for  another 
nomination.  That  was  unusual  in  that  district.  They  asked  me  to  go  out  there  and 
try  to  have  him  renominated. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  renominated? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  an  Ohio  district? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  asked  you  to  make  that  trip? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Sherman. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Mr.  Cole  one  of  the  men  that  was  regarded  as  friendly  to  the 
interests  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Extremely  so — subservient;  so  subservient  that  Mr.  Emery  sent  for 
him  on  one  occasion.  He  told  me  that  Mr.  Cole  had  not  been  acting  good  toward  the 
Ohio  delegation  or  with  the  Ohio  delegation — they  were  opposing  Speaker  Cannon 
and  the  Cannon  rules — and  I  went  to  the  Capitol  and  brought  Mr.  Cole,  and  I  brought 
him  to  Mr.  Emery's  office,  and  Mr.  Emery  gave  him  a  scolding  there  on  the  carpet  in 
his  own  office  in  this  city. 

I  ask  you  if  any  such  interview  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Cole  ever 
took  place. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  did  not. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  Mr.  Cole,  to  your  knowledge,  ever  in  your 
office? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  he  was  not.     I  do  not  know  Mr.  Cole. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  ever  have  any  such  interview  with  him, 
an  vwhere  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  I  never  met  him.     I  do  not  know  him. 

Mr.  McCarter.  On  page  2782  appears  an  extract  from  a  letter  the 
number  of  which  does  not  appear  on  that  page.  I  quote  from  that 
extract. 

Senator  Nelson.  Whose  letter  is  it? 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  letter  is  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man,  I  think,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  On  the  bottom  of  the  preceding  page  you  will  see 
the  following: 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  1594-1596. 

That  fixes  the  number  of  the  letter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  sir.  From  this  letter  I  read  the  following 
extract: 

I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  something  I  failed  to  get  in  my  report  that  I  sent 
you  from  this  office  on  last  Tuesday.  That  is,  in  relation  to  Mr.  Emery fs  and  my  inter- 
view with  Judge  Jenkins,  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  Judge  Jenkins 
told  Mr.  Emery  and  I  if  he  could  be  reelected  to  Congress  again  that  he  could  so 
arrange  it  that  he  could  get  a  man  to  take  Littlefield's  place  who  would  be  just  as 
effective  for  us  in  the  next  Congress  as  Littlefield  has  been.  This  he  agreed  to  do 
provided  we  would  aid  him  in  every  way  we  possibly  could. 

Do  you  recall  any  such  interview  between  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr. 
Mulhall  and  Judge  Jenkins  as  is  there  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  it  take  place  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir.  The  interview  may  have  taken  place,  but 
no  such  conversation  occurred. 
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Mr.  McCarteb.  At  page  2784  I  read  an  extract  from  letter  1610- 
1612,  received  by  Mr:  Mulhall  from  Mr.  Schwedtman.  The  extract 
to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  witness's  attention  reads  as  follows: 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  has  had  a  number  of  conferences  with  Mr.  Bird,  and  he  has  spoken 
to  him  about  your  work,  and  it  is  understood  that  your  relationship  with  the  St. 
Louis  office  is  exactly  the  same  as  it  has  been  in  the  past,  namely,  that  you  are  under 
direct  instructions  from  the  St.  Louis  office.  This,  however,  does  not  lessen  the 
necessity  of  working  in  absolute  harmony  with  the  New  York  office  and  in  the  closest 
possible  touch  with  Mr.  Bird,  the  business  manager.  While  working  under  direct 
instructions  from  St.  Louis,  your  own  good  sense  tells  you  that  when  in  the  New 
York  office  it  is  necessary  to  comply  with  the  rules  and  regulations  under  which  that 
office  is  working. 

Directing  your  attention  to  that  paragraph,  I  ask  you  whether  or 
not  it  is  true  that  during  the  period  when  you  and  Mr.  Mulhall  were 
collaborating  in  Washington,  as  you  have  described,  he  was  under 
directions  of  the  St.  Louis  office,  and  later  under  directions  of  the 
New  York  office,  and  not  under  your  immediate  control  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  May  I  ask  the  date  of  that  letter  ?     I  did  not  catch  it. 

Mr.  McCarter  It  does  not  give  the  date  here.  It  is  letter  1610- 
1612.     I  will  ask  the  clerk  to  give  us  the  date 

Mr.  Emery.  Well,  I  can  say  generally,  Mr.  McCarter 

Mr.  Clopton  (clerk  of  the  committee).  The  letter  is  dated  June  2, 
1908. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  may  go  on,  Mr.  Emery. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  say  generally  with  respect  to  the  control  of 
Mr.  MulhalTs  actions  from  the  time  I  came  to  Washington  in  1908, 
that  while  he  was  here  in  TV  ashington  he  gave  me  any  assistance  he 
could  on  the  lines  that  I  have  described ;  but  he  was  very  frequently 
called  away,  or  went  away,  and  I  understood  he  did  so  under  directions 
from  St.  Louis;  and  when  he  returned  he  was  subject  to  such  instruc- 
tions or  orders  as  he  had  from  there  He  gave  me  generally  the  same 
assistance  as  I  have  described,  until  in  1910  he  was  specifically  placed 
under  Mr.  Bird's  directions  and  orders,  and  obeyed  such  orders  as  he 
received  from  there  When  he  came  to  Washington  and  came  here 
to  assist  me  in  any  way,  he  came  here  pursuant  to  a  request  by  me  to 
Mr.  Bird,  or  an  order  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  McCarter.  On  page  2791  of  the  record  appears  a  letter,  No. 
1647,  which  appears  to  oe  written  to  James  A.  Emery  by  Mr.  Mulhall. 
I  call  attention  to  the  third  paragraph. 

Mr.  Emery.  Will  you  give  me  the  date  of  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  have  not  the  date  here.  I  will  ask  the  clerk  to 
give  the  date. 

Mr.  Clopton.  The  letter  is  dated  June  23,  1908. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  third  paragraph  of  that  letter,  as  quoted  in 
the  record,  reads: 

From  the  information  I  could  get  from  those  gentlemen  it  appears  to  me  that  we 
have  a  good  fighting  chance  to  win  this  district,  providing  that  you  can  do  as  you  told 
Judge  Jenkins  you  would  do,  to  aid  him  by  raising  some  funds  in  the  East,  so  he  could 
put  the  necessary  workers  going  here  as  soon  as  possible  to  do  so.  The  judge  remem- 
oered  the  promise  you  made  him  in  Washington  and  is  very  anxious  to  hear  from  you 
at  the  earliest  moment. 

With  reference  to  that,  do  you  remember  the  Jenkins  campaign  of 
1908? 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  remember  an  interview  between  you  and 
Judge  Jenkins,  in  Washington  or  elsewhere,  with  reference  to  that 
campaign  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  had  a  talk  with  Judge  Jenkins  in  the  winter  of  1908, 
the  only  conversation  I  remember  having  had  with  him.  I  did  not 
know  Judge  Jenkins  except  slightly.  I  had  appeared  before  his 
committee  and  discussed  matters  there,  but  I  do  not  recall  having  but 
•one  conversation  with  him  personally. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  that  was  later  than  this  letter,  apparently. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  mean  the  winter  of  1907-8,  the  spring  of  1908,  I 
had  a  conversation  with  him.  I  can  not  say  certainly  whether  Mi . 
Mulhall  was  present  or  not,  but  I  remember  meeting  Judge  Jenkins  in 
his  committee  room  in  the  course  of  an  inquiry  I  was  making  as  to  some 
hearings,  and  I  sat  down  and  talked  to  him  for  maybe  10  minutes.  In 
that  conversation  he  discussed  his  coming  campaign.  He  spoke  of  the 
fact  that  he  was  going  to  have  a  very  stiff  fight,  that  the  labor  organiza- 
tions were  criticizing  him  very  sharply  for  the  position  he  had  taken  on 
injunction  legislation,  and  expressed  very  strongly,  as  I  remember,  his 
•determination  to  never  change  his  views  on  the  subject,  because  they 
had  been  his  views  all  his  life  as  a  lawyer.  I  recall  saying  to  him  very 
distinctly  that  I  thought  every  business  man  in  the  country  was  a 
•debtor  to  him  for  the  position  which  he  had  so  boldly  taken,"  and  the 
views  which  he  had  so  freely  expressed.  That  was  about  the  extent  of 
the  conversation.  There  was  nothing  more  than  that.  I  think  I 
was  introduced  to  Mr.  Jenkins  that  time  by  his  brother — a  younger 
man,  a  Mr.  Jenkins,  who  was  either  secretary  to  Judge  Jenkins,  or 
•connected  with  the  committee  in  some  way,  I  do  not  remember 
preciselv  what.  That  is  the  only  conversation  I  ever  had  with 
Judge  Jenkins,  other  than  the  discussion  that  might  have  occurred 
with  him  in  the  course  of  an  argument.  That  is  tne  only  conversa- 
tion I  ever  had  with  him  prior  to  the  campaign  of  1908  in  his  district. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  at  that  time  or  any  other  time  agree  with 
him,  or  say  to  him,  that  you  would  raise  some  funds  in  the  East  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  You  got  this  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall,  did  you 
not? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know.  If  you  will  let  me  see  that  letter,  per- 
haps I  can  tell.  I  am  not  sure.  [After  examining  letter:]  Yes,  sir; 
undoubtedly  I  received  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  ever  write  a  letter  repudiating  any  part 
of  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  wrote  the  Colonel  on  the  sub- 
ject at  all. 

Senator  Reed.  On  the  contrary,  you  and  your  association  con- 
tinued to  make  efforts  for  Judge  Jenkins  in  that  campaign,  as  is 
shown  by  numerous  letters  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  deny  that  I  made  any  efforts. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  talking  about  you  personally;  but  did 
not  vour  association  make  efforts  in  his  behalf? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  they  did.     I  have  noticed  letters  to  that  effect. 

Senator  Reed.  And  not  only  Mr.  Mulhall  wrote  you,  but  other 
officers  of  the  association  wrote  you,  about  this  whole  matter? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  so. 
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Senator  Reed.  And  you  never  repudiated  it,  or  never  wrote  back 
and  said  he  was  writing  a  lot  of  stun  that  there  was  no  truth  in  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Mulnall  called  on  me  shortly  after  that 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  repudiate  it  in  person  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did. 

Senator  Reed.  You  remember  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  did  not  write  him  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  He  called  on  me  shortly  after  that,  I  do  not  remember 
when. 

Senator  Reed.  Called  on  you  for  money,  did  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  association  went  right  on  raising  money 
for  him  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  not  connected,  except  remotely,  with  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers.  I  was  secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Indus- 
trial Association.  He  called  on  me  in  New  York  on  the  subject  of 
raising  money,  I  remember  verjr  distinctly.  He  wanted  Mr.  Post, 
who  was  the  president  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  ana 
was  reputed  to  be  and  was  in  fact  a  wealthy  man,  to  make  a  con- 
tribution— : — 

Senator  Reed.  You  know  there  has  been  produced  correspondence 
between  Mr.  Mulhall  and  Mr.  Post  showing  that  Mr.  Post  was  trying 
to  raise  money  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  I  do  not  think  there  has  been  any  such  corre- 
spondence. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  correspondence  in  here,  is  there  not,  which 
shows  that  Mr.  Post  was  trying  to  help  raise  that  money? 

Mr.  Emery.  No.  I  think  what  you  have  in  mind  is  correspondence 
with  me  in  which  Mr.  Mulhall  urged  me  to  get  Mr.  Post  to  make  some 
contribution. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  not  such  correspondence? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  that  is  in  regard  to  another  matter.  I  think 
it  is  doubtless  the  Watson  campaign  you  have  in  mind. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.     The  letters  will  show. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  letters  will  show;  but  that  is  my  recollection. 
I  will  only  say  in  connection  with  it  that  I  told  the  Colonel  it  was 
impossible  to  do  anything  of  the  kind;  that  Mr.  Post  would  not  con- 
tribute, and  that  I  could  not  help  him. 

Senator  Reed.  That  you  could  not  help  him,  although  in  this  conver- 
sation with  Judge  Jenkins,  when  he  told  you  he  was  going  to  have  a 
hard  fight,  that  the  labor  unions  were  going  to  fight  him,  you  told  him 
that  all  the  manufacturers  of  the  country  were  indebted  to  him;  and 
did  you  say  anything  then  about  helping  him? 

Mr.  Emery.  Nothing  beyond  what  I  have  told  vou,  that  I  thought 
they  were  indebted  to  him  and  I  felt  sure  that  ii  anyone  passed  the 
hat  in  that  matter,  in  view  of  the  position  of  Judge  Jenkins  the  manu- 
facturers all  over  the  country  would  contribute.     But  they  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  If  you  said  that-^ 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  say  that  to  Judge  Jenkins.  I  do  not  want 
to  be  misunderstood. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  not  say  a  little  while  ago  that  you  did  have 
a  conversation  with  Judge  Jenkins  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  And  that  in  that  conversation  he  told  you  he  was 
going  to  be  fought  by  the  labor  organizations  on  account  01  his  injunc- 
tion attitude  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  not  say  that  in  that  conversation  you  said 
to  him  in  substance — I  can  not  quote  the  exact  language — that  you 
thought  all  the  manufacturers  of  the  country  were  indebted  to  him? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  not  in  that  conversation  also  say  to  him 
that  you  would  be  glad,  to  assist  him  in  any  way  you  could,  or  words 
to  that  effect  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  I  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  do  you  think  that  it  was  at  all  inconsistent  for 
Mr.  Mulhall  to  write  this.  I  will  have  to  read  the  text  to  get  the 
sentence  out : 

From  the  information  I  could  get  from  those  gentlemen  it  appears  to  me  that  we 
have  got  a  good  fighting  chance  to  win  in  this  district,  providing  that  you  can  do  as 
you  told  Judge  Jenkins  you  would  do,  to  aid  him  by  raising  some  funds  in  the  East, 
so  he  could  put  the  necessary  workers  going  here  as  soon  as  possible  to  do  so.    The 

1'udge  remembered  the  promise  you  maae  him  in  Washington  and  is  very  anxious  to 
rear  from  you  at  the  earliest  moment. 

Do  you  not  think  that  language  is  entirely  consistent  with  what 
you  now  say  took  place  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  might  be  the  interpretation  of  an  opinion  on  my 
part  turned  into  a  promise.  I  made  no  jjromise;  I  could  not  do  it; 
and  there  was  nothing  in  the  conversation  on  the  part  of  Judge 
Jenkins  that  indicated  a  hope  of  financial  assistance. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  said  to  him  that  the  manufacturers  were 
indebted  to  him,  you  thought  they  would  help  him  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  only  way  the  manufacturers  all  over  the  coun- 
try could  help  him  would  be,  not  by  voting  for  him,  because  they 
did  not  live  in  his  district,  but  by  rendering  financial  help  ?  The  only 
other  way  to  help  him  was  by  cold,  hard  cash;  that  is  about  all  that 
is  left,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  I  realize  your  interpretation  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  were  no 
manufacturers  in  his  district  to  speak  of. 

Mr.  Emery.  But  there  were  many  manufacturers  in  Wisconsin. 

Senator  Reed.  But  in  Judge  Jenkins's  district  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  heard  that  statement  here.  I  was  not  familiar  with 
his  district. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  now  call  your  attention  to  page  2940  of  the 
record,  where  there  is  a  quotation  from  a  letter  from  Mulhall  to 
Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  number  of  the  letter? 

Mr.  McCarter.  2171-2188.     In  this  letter  Mulhall  says: 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  on  Monday  morning  and  fully  went  over  the 
situation  with  him  and  went  to  Paterson  on  Monday  night  and  had  a  second  interview 
with  him  on  Tuesday  noon.  Mr.  Emery  has  changed  his  mind  about  that  district. 
I  gave  him  a  large  list  of  manufacturers  in  that  district,  and  he  started  to  working 
among  them  for  the  couple  of  days  that  I  will  be  West  and  will  do  all  he  can  to  help 
me  out. 
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Mr.  Emery.  What  is  the  date  of  that? 

Mr.  McCarter.  October  28,  1908.  Did  you  have  such  an  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  did  you  in  fact  start  the  work  in  the 
Hughes  district,  in  Paterson,  in  that  campaign? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  say  as  to  having  had  an  interview  with  him 
at  that  date,  but  the  arrangement  there  discussed  certainly  was  not 
made,  nor  did  I  do  any  work  of  the  kind  described.  I  never  went 
into  anybody's  district. 

Senator  Reed.  You  mean  you  never  literally  and  personally  went 
into  it.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  did  not  do  anything  to  affect 
the  result  in  that  district  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  At  that  time  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  could  not  say  off  hand,  Senator.  I  might  have 
written  letters  into  the  district,  or  I  might  have  sent  literature  there. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  evidently  what  this  means,  instead  of  your 
literally  going  in  and  going  around  to  see  voters.  I  do  not  see  that 
there  would  be  much  good  in  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  language  is: 

And  he  started  to  working  among  them  for  the  couple  of  days  that  I  will  be  West. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.' 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  know  what  it  means. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  said  you  did  not  at  that  time.  Did  you  at 
any  other  time?  May  I  inquire  whether  at  any  other  time  you  did 
the  things  charged? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  Then  why  did  you  qualify  your  answer  by  saying 
"at  that  time"? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  I  was  referring  to  the  conversation.  I  can 
not  say  whether  the  conversation  took  place,  but  I  did  not  do  the 
things  described  there,  nor  did  I  do  them  at  any  other  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  qualification  came  from  yourself,  Mr.  Emery. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  possible,  Senator.  I  had  no  mental  reserva- 
tion about  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  ask,  were  you  at  this  time,  October  28, 
1908,  located  in  Washington  or  in  New  York? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were  just  across  the  river  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  was  just  going  to  Washington. 

Senator  Reed.  Many  of  the  manufacturers  in  New  Jersey  had 
offices  in  New  York  City. 

Mr.  Emery.  Whv,  I  suppose  so. 

Senator  Reed.  A  number  of  them  were  members  of  the  organiza- 
tion of  which  you  were  then  the  secretary,  namely,  the — what  was 
the  name  of  that  association? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  America. 

Senator  Reed.  Are  you  prepared  to  say  that  in  that  campaign 
you  did  not  intercede,  Dy  letter  or  in  person,  or  both,  with  various 
manufacturers  who  were  living  in  New  Jersey,  with  regard  to  the 
Hughes  campaign? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  I  engaged  in  any  activity,  Senator, 
beyond  recommending  the  distribution  in  Mr.  Hughes's  diatttak  *A  «x*. 
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argument  which  he  had  made  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  with  respect  to  a  bill  which  he  proposed,  exempting 
labor  organizations  from  the  Sherman  Act.  There  were  a  number  of 
copies  of  that  argument 

Senator  Reed.  How  many  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say  there  were  a  number  of  copies  of  that  argument 

frinted — I  do  not  know  how  many;  maybe  four  or  five  thousand — and 
recommended  their  distribution  in  his  district. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  an  argument  in  favor  of  exempting  labor 
organizations  from  the  pains,  penalties  and  inhibitions  of  the  Sherman 
Act? 

Mr.  Emery.  From  the  Sherman  Act. 

Senator  Reed.  Then,  of  course,  it  was  a  proposition  which  would  be 
favorably  received  by  organized  labor  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  indeed. 

Senator  Reed.  Therefore  you  did  not  circulate  those  four  or  five 
thousand  copies  of  Mr.Hughes's  address  among  the  members  of  or- 

fanized  labor,  because  that  would  have  helped  Hughes  instead  of 
urtinghim? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no.  I  say  I  suggested  its  distribution  among  the 
business  men  in  his  district. 

Senator  Reed.  You  circulated  it  primarily  among  the  manufac- 
turers, did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  circulate  it.  It  was  turned  over  to  the  New 
York  office  for  circulation. 

Senator  Reed.  I  know  you  did  not  do  the  manual  work. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  suggested  the  distribution  of  these  copies  among 
manufacturers,  for  the  purpose  of — - — 

Senator  Reed.  And  your  suggestion,  in  the  way  you  made  it,  was 
sufficient  to  cause  the  work  to  be  done? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  yes;  I  think  it  was  done. 

Senator  Reed,  fn  addition  to  the  mere  sending  out  to  these  gentle- 
men of  the  naked  remarks  of  Mr.  Hughes,  did  vou  not  send  some 
letter  or  communication,  pointing  the  moral  and  adorning  the  tale, 
if  you  please,  so  that  these  gentlemen  would  understand  why  you 
sent  them  Mr.  Hughes's  remarks? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  think  I  did,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  You  know,  do  you  not,  that  there  were  circulars 

Sotten  out  and  sent  to  manufacturers,  attacking  Hughes  because  of 
is  speech  that  he  had  made,  and  becauso  of  his  labor  attitude?     You 
know  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  there  were,  Senator.  I  do  not  want  you  to 
misunderstand  me.  If  I  had  done  it  I  would  not  hesitate  to  say  so, 
because  I  would  not  hesitate  to  write  a  circular  on  that  subject;  but 
I  have  no  recollection  of  having  done  so  in  that  instance. 

Senator  Reed.  They  were  sent  out  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  say  whether  you  wrote  it  or  not,  and 
I  do  not  care  whether  vou  wrote  it  or  not,  or  whether  you  had  one  of 
your  hired  men  write  it,  or  whether  one  of  the  other  members  of  the 
association  wrote  it;  you  were  fully  in  accord  with  that  kind  of  cam- 
paign, and  vou  think  you  did  go  far  enough  at  least  to  suggest  sending 
the  speech  ) 
Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  yes,  I  think  ao. 
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Senator  Reed.  So  as  a  matter  of  fact,  now,  so  far  as  you  were  active 
at  all  in  the  Husjhes  matter,  you  were  active  against  Mr.  Hughes  t 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  And  it  was  of  sufficient  importance  in  that  cam- 

Eaign  to  beat  Mr.  Hughes,  so  that  the  matter  in  some  way,  by  some- 
ociv,  was  drawn  to  your  attention 

Mr.  Emery.  You  mean  the  argument  he  made  ? 
Senator  Reed.  The  campaign  was  drawn  to  your  attention,  and 
you  took  enough  interest  at  least  to  have  Mr.  Hughes's  speech  gent 
out  where  it  would  do  the  most  harm  to  Hughes? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.     I  was  present 

Senator  Reed.  Then  what  is  really  wrong  with  this  statement  in 
the  letter  which  says: 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  on  Monday  morning — 

You  say  you  do  not  remember  whether  you  had  that  or  not,  but 
you  might  have  had  it. 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  continue: 

and  hilly  went  over  the  situation  with  him  and  went  to  Paterson  on  Monday  night 
and  had  a  second  interview  with  him  on  Tuesday  noon. 

Of  course  from  New  York  over  to  Paterson  was  just  a  matter  of  a 
few  minutes,  I  suppose. 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 
Mr.  McCarter.  About  an  hour. 
Senator  Reed.  It  is  just  a  short  run.     It  is  accessible.    He  says: 

Mr.  Emery  has  changed  his  mind  about  that  district. 

From  that  I  take  it  that  you  had  thought  there  was  no  use  in  trying 
to  beat  Hughes. 
Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  recollect  precisely  what  it  was. 
Senator  Reed.  He  continues: 

I  gave  him  a  large  list  of  manufacturers  in  that  district — 

You  did  have  this  speech  sent  out  to  some  one,  and  you  did  have  it 
sent  to  the  manufacturers.  Of  course  it  is  wholly  unimportant 
whether  you  got  that  list  yourself,  or  Mulhall  handed  it  to  you ;  but  as 
a  matter  of  fact  you  are  not  prepared  to  say  that  Mulhall  did  not  give 
you  a  list  of  manufacturers? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no;  only  handing  me  a  list  of  manufacturers,  con- 
sidering the  facilities  of  our  office,  evidently  was  carrying  coals  to  New- 
castle. 

Senator  Reed.  Except  that  he  might  have  looked  up  a  list  of 
manufacturers  in  that  special  district.  You  might  not  have  known 
the  limits  of  the  congressional  district. 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no,  that  is  quite  true. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  might  also  have  been  able  to  tell  you 
whether  some  of  these  men  were  specially  influential,  or  would  be 
likely  to  be  active.  That  kind  of  information  might  not  have  been 
coals  to  Newcastle,  but  might  have  been  what  Newcastle  wanted  at 
that  time.  You  assent  to  that,  I  notice,  by  nodding  your  head,  but 
you  do  not  say  anything  so  that  the  stenographer  can  put  it  into  the 
record. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  did  not  know  it  was  a  question. 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  know  it  was  a  question.  I  thought  it  was  a 
statement  from  you. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  leading;  almost  as  leading  as  the  examina- 
tion that  your  counsel  has  conducted. 

Mr.  Emery.  He  profits  by  example. 

Senator  Reed.  He  is  examining,  not  cross-examining.  I  read  fur- 
ther from  this  letter: 

and,  he  started  to  working  among  them  for  the  couple  of  days  that  I  will  be  West  and 
will  do  all  he  can  to  help  me  out. 

You  did  send  out  this  speech,  although  you  did  not  go  over  into  the 
district,  and  this  does  not  say  you  did.  What  is  the  matter  with 
that  statement,  after  all,  that  it  should  be  challenged  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  that  an  argument  or  a  question  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  asking  if  it  is  not  practically  a  statement  of 
facts,  as  he  now  admits. 

Mr.  Emery.  Do  you  want  an  answer  from  me,  Senator? 

Senator  Reed.  1  es. 

Mr.  Emery.  All  I  can  say  about  it  is  that  the  only  thing  I  did 
was  to  recommend  the  sending  out  of  this  argument  which  Mr.  Hughes 
had  made,  and  I  think  the  office  acted  on  my  recommendation  and 
sent  it  out.     That  is  the  full  extent  of  my  activity  in  the  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  You  are  not  prepared  to  say  that  there  was  not  a 
letter  sent  out  with  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Ch,  no.     Doubtless  there  was. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  had  this  speech  printed.  Were  the 
copies  printed  by  the  association  ? 

Mr.  h  mery.  They  were  printed  at  the  Government  Printing  Office. 

The  Chairman,    iou  had  them  printed? 

Mr.  Fmery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  By  the  Government  Printing  Office? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  sent  them  out  under  whose  frank? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  were  sent  out  under  a 
frank  or  not. 

The  Chairman.  Did  the  association  pay  the  postage? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know,  Senator.  I  know  we  paid  for  the 
printing. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  not  your  habit  to  send  out  speeches  all  over 
"country  under  somebody's  frank  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Frequently,  Senator,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Hughes  did  not  furnish  you  his  frank  in  this 
particular  instance  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  not  more  than  probable  that  they  were  sent 
out  under  somebody's  frank  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Very  likely.  This  was  an  argument  made  before  the 
Judiciary  Committee. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  that.  They  were  probably  sent  out 
under  somebody's  frank.    Under  whose  frank  were  they  sent  I 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  remember.  I  will  give  you  my  recollection,  or 
rather  my  opinion.  The  argument  was  made  before  a  subcommittee, 
of  which  Mr.  Littlefield  was  chairman,  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
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ciary  of  the  House,  and  it  is  quite  likely  they  were  sent  out  under 
Mr.  Littlefield's  frank. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  your  custom  to  use  Mr.  Littlefield's  frank 
to  send  literature  about  Congressmen  into  their  districts,  was  it ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  only  remember  one  instance  m  which  Mr, 
Littlefield's  frank  was  used? 

The  Chairman.  What  was  that? 

Mr.  Emery.  To  circulate  Mr.  Littlefield's  speech  of  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  did  you  say  it  was  likely  that  these  addresses 
of  Mr.  Hughes  were  sent  out  under  Mr.  Littlefield's  frank  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Because  of  the  fact  that  the  argument  was  made 
before  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  this  was  a  report  of  that  argu- 
ment. We  would  ask  for  an  order  from  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee or  of  the  full  committee — for  permission — to  print  the 
speech  and  distribute  it. 

Senator  Reed.  For  permission  to  print  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.  There  is  no  other  way  that  I  know  of  bv  which 
you  can  have  the  Government  Printing  Office  print  any  speech  before 
Congress  or  before  any  committee,  except  to  get  an  order  from  one  of 
the  Senators  or  Members  of  the  House,  and  pay  for  the  printing. 

Senator  Reed.  You  would  get  an  order  and  have  it  printed  in  the 
Government  Printing  Office?  Of  course  if  the  speech  was  taken  down 
and  transcribed,  you  could  have  had  it  printed  at  a  private  printing 
office  without  anybody's  permission  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  could  then  have  sent  it  out  and  paid  the 
postage  upon  it,  and  sent  it  wherever  you  pleased  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  when  you  got  an  order  from  a  Congressman 
to  have  it  printed  in  the  Government  Printing  Office,  you  did  it  so 
that  it  could  be  sent  out  under  a  frank  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  in  this  instance  you  think  it  was  probably  Mr. 
Littlefield's  frank  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  I  should  assume  that,  just  from  the  circumstances 
of  the  discussion.  I  may  not  be  stating  it  accurately,  but  that  is 
my  assumption,  because  it  was  the  practice 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  have  to  get  permission  from  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  in  order  to  get  a  public  proceeding  of  that 
kind  printed  at  the  Government  Printing  Office.  Any  Congressman 
could  have  it  done. 

Mr.  Emery.  Anv  Congressman;  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  "But  your  mind  naturally  drifts  to  Mr.  Littlefield? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  mv  mind  does  not  naturally  drift  to  Mr.  Little- 
field. 

Senator  Reed.  It  just  did  drift? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  offered  that  as  a  reasonable  explanation.  I  wanted 
to  be  as  frank  with  vou  as  possible. 

Senator  Reed.  Why,  certainly. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  gave  you  the  name  of  the  man  who  would  be  most 
likely  to  give  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  your  mind  was  proceeding  along  a  very 
logical  road  at  that  time. 
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The  Chairman.  These  documents  were  sent  out  into  that  district 
for  the  purpose  of  defeating  Mr.  Hughes? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  that  was  our  purpose,  certainly. 

The  Chairman.  And  then  you  used  the  Government  Printing 
Office,  and  the  frank  of  a  Member  of  Congress  to  send  literature  into 
a  district,  to  beat  a  Member  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  might  have  been  my  purpose.  The  purpose 
was  to  distribute  information  with  respect  to  Mr.  Hughes's  opinions, 
which  Mr.  Hughes  had  publicly  expressed. 

The  Chairman.  But  1  understand  your  ultimate  purpose  was  to 
defeat  him  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  was  my  purpose.  I  suppose  Mr.  Hughes  was 
very  proud  of  his  speech. 

The  Chairman.  Your  purpose  was  to  defeat  him  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes;  just  as  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  uses 
the  franks  of  Members  of  Congress,  and  sends  literature,  for  the  same 
reason. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  not  trv  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
now.    If  it  is  doing  wrong  with  franks,  we  will  get  at  that. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  practice,  because  it  is  a 
common  practice. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  that  the  defense,  as  it  has  been  termed, 
offers  the  excuse  that  somebody  else  has  done  it  too. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  offer  it  as  an  excuse,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Suppose  we  get  back  to  the  examination. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  want  you  to  understand  exactly  what  I  did,  because 
if  I  did  wrong  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be  criticized  for  it.  I 
have  always  assumed  that  whenever  there  was  a  public  debate  in 
the  House  or  Senate,  or  an  argument  before  a  committee,  the  argu- 
ment or  the  debate  became  a  public  document  when  it  was  printed. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  know  it  was  against  the  law  for  any 
corporation  or  association  to  use  the  frank  01  any  Congressman  to 
send  out  documents  ?  You  did  not  know  that  was  against  the  law, 
did  you  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Any  corporation  ? 

The  Chairman.  Any  corporation  or  association,  or  anybody 
else,  without  the  Congressman 

Mr.  Emery.  Whv  ? 

The  Chairman.  To  use  his  frank,  to  send  out  documents. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  I  had  never  supposed  that. 

The  Chairman.  Your  attention  has  been  called  to  it,  has  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  was  called  to  it  in  the  House  the  other  day.  I  had 
a  dktinguished  precedent 

The  Chairman.  "Sugar  at  a  Glance"? 

Mr.  Emery  (continuing).  In  the  judicial  conduct  of  the  present 
governor  of  New  York.  That  was  a  very  notorious  matter.  It  was  tried 
m  the  courts  of  the  District  of  Columbia  here,  and  Gov.  Sulzer 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  the  question  I  asked  you.  Your  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  it  was  against  the  law. 

Mr.  Fmery.  Yes;  Mr.  Stafford  in  the  House  committee  the  other 
day  raised  that  question  with  me,  and  I  gave  him  that  illustrious, 
example. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed,  Mr.  McCarter. 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  thought  that  was  what  guided  him. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  want  to  say  that  Senator  Reed  has  referred  four 
or  five  times  to  our  using  the  word  "defense."  I  adopted  that  ex- 
pression from  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  who  said  "the  defense 
will  now  have  a  chance  to  put  in  their  testimony."  It  was  an  ex- 
pression used  as  a  colloquialism.     I  did  not  suppose 

Senator  Reed.  I  used  it  in  the  way  I  did  only  because  I  did  not 
want  to  put  myself  in  the  attitude  of  saying  that  anybody  was  on  his 
defense.     Therefore  I  said  that  it  had  been  referred  to  in  that  way. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  used  the  words  "the  defense,  as  it  has 
been  termed,"  when  you  used  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Now,  Mr.  Emery 

Mr.  Emery.  Par.'on  me  if  I  make  an  inquiry,  merely  for  my  own 
information.  You  asked  me  a  question,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I  do  not 
know  whether  you  intended  to  imply  that  I  was  violating  a  law  or 
urging  a  violation  of  law. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  since  learned 

Mr.  Emery.  Did  you  mean  the  sending  of  literature  into  a  district 
for  the  purpose  of  r  ef eating  somebody,  or  the  using  of  a  frank  ? 

The  Chairman.  The  using  of  a  frank. 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  direct  your  attention  to  a  letter  quoted  on  page 
2949  of  the  record,  which  seems  to  be  2213,  2214,  written  by  Mulhall 
to  Schwedtman.  This  letter  is  dated  December  10,  1908.  In  this 
letter  I  find  the  following: 

We  have  secured  in  the  person  of  George  R.  Malby,  a  Representative  from  New 
York,  a  man  who  will  fill  the  bill  entirely  in  Judge  Jenkins's  place  when  he  finishes 
his  term  as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  We  are  working  to  make  Mr.  Malby 
chairman  of  that  committee,  and  this  has  been  entirely  satisfactory  to  Mr.  Emery,  and 
I  think  it  is  a  splendid  move. 

On  the  next  page,  page  2950  of  the  printed  record,  is  the  following: 

Senator  Reed.  What  committee  was  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  trying  to  make  up  that  committee? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  trying  to  get  Mr.  Malby  on  that  committee.  I  guess  that 
is  what  it  means. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  did  you  want  him  on  that  committee? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  take  the  place  of  Judge  Jenkins. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  particularly  selecting  this  man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Because  Mr.  Emery  positively  stated  that  he  had  interviewed  Mr. 
Malby  on  several  occasions,  and  that  he  thought  he  would  take  Judge  Jenkins's  place, 
and  along  the  same  lines,  and  if  appointed  on  the  committee,  he  would  be  beneficial 
to  the  manufacturers  while  in  that  position. 

Do  you  remember  the  fact  of  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Malby  for  the 
position  formerly  occupied  by  Judge  Jenkins  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  As  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  I  do  not  recollect.  He  may  have  been  a  candi- 
date, but 


Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  state,  positively  or  otherwise 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  know  anything  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No,  sir;  1  did  not  know  he  was  a  candidate  for  the 

chairmanship.     He   may  have   been,   but  I   do  not  remember  it, 

Senator. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  state,  positively  or  otherwise 


Senator  Reed.  You  say  you  do  not  know  whether  he  was  a  candi- 
date for  the  chairmanship?  Had  he  been  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee prior  to  this? 

Mr.  Emery.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  McCarter.  December  10,  1908. 

Mr.  Emery.  My  best  recollection  is  that  he  was  a  member  of  the 
committee  at  that  time.  I  know  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee in  the  spring  of  1908,  when  we  argued  the  Pearre  bill  before 
that  committee,  and  he  was  also  a  member  of  the  subcommittee 
before  which  we  argued  the  Hepburn-Warner  bill  that  Senator  Nelson 
reported  on  in  the  Senate.  That  also  was  in  the  spring  of  1908,  I 
think. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Dia  you  state  that  you  had  interviewed  Mr.  Malby 
on  several  occasions,  and  that  you  thought  he  would  take  Judge 
Jenkins's  place,  and  along  the  same  lines,  and  if  appointed  on  the 
committee  he  would  be  beneficial  to  the  manufacturers  while  in  that 
position  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  know  that  I  talked  to  Mr.  Malby  quite  a  number  of 
times.  He  was  a  member  of  the  committee  before  which  I  sfrgued  a 
number  of  bills,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  talked  with 
Mr.  Malby — I  know  I  did  not  talk  with  him — on  the  subject  of  his 
being  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  make  any  efforts  along  that  line  in  any 
way,  shape,  or  manner,  to  have  him  made  chairman  of  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Mulhall  in  which 
he  said  he  thought  Maloy  would  be  a  fine  successor  to  Jenkins,  and 
all  that  kind  of  thing,  such  as  is  stated  in  that  testimony  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  I  could  not  say,  sir.  I  might  have  made  some 
remark  about  Mr.  Malby.     I  could  not  say. 

Senator  Reed.  Before  you  pass  this;  Mr.  McCarter,  this  testimony 
reads  this  way: 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Because  Mr.  Emery  positively  stated  that  he  had  interviewed  Mr. 
Malby  on  several  occasions,  and  that  he  thought  he  would  take  Judge  Jenkins's  place, 
and  along  the  same  lines,  and  if  appointed  on  the  committee  he  would  be  beneficial 
to  the  manufacturers  while  in  that  position. 

That  nowhere  states  that  Mr.  Emery  talked  with  Mr.  Malby  about 
making  him  chairman.  Neither  does  it  state  that  he  talked  with 
Mr.  Malby  about  his  taking  Judge  Jenkins's  place.  Neither  does  it- 
state  that  he  talked  with  Mr.  Malby  and  that  Mr.  Malbv  agreed  or 
stated  that  he  would  act  along  the  same  lines.  It  only  says  that 
Mr.  Mulhall  had  talked  with  Mr.  Emery,  and  Mr.  Emery  said  ne  had 
interviewed  Mr.  Malby  on  several  occasions.  It  does  not  say  about 
what. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  right,  is  it  not,  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Very  likely. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  "you  had  interviewed  Mr.  Malby  on  several 
occasions. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say  that  is  very  likely,  because  I  appeared  a  number 
of  times  before  the  committee,  and  I  may  have  talked  to  Mr.  Malby 
during  the  time  of  the  sessions. 
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Senator  Walsh.  That  reads,  "  that  he  thought  he  would  take  Judge 
Jenkins's  place/'  Did  you  have  that  idea,  that  Mr.  Malby  might  be 
chosen  ? 

Mr.  Emert.  No,  I  did  not  think  that,  because  he  was  the  last  man 
on  the  committee,  as  I  recollect.  He  was  a  new  Congressman,  and 
there  must  have  been  10  men  between  him  and  the  chairmanship  of 
the  committee — 10  or  12. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  not  prefer  him  to  Mr.  Parker  of  New 
Jersev  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  no;  I  did  not  have  any  opinion  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  was  away  back  in  1908. 

Senator  Walsh.  However,  you  did  have  a  rather  high  opinion  of 
Mr.  Malby  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  you  did  feel  that  it  would  be  a  very  nice 
thing  for  the  Manufacturers'  Association  if  a  man  entertaining  his 
views  should  take  the  place  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  Emery.  In  the  abstract,  Senator,  that  might  be  true;  but  I 
never  had  thought  of  Mr.  Malby — I  do  not  remember  ever  having 
thought  of  him  as  chairman  of  tne  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  Without  any  reference  whatever  to  whether  you 
actually  did  have  any  such  talks  with  Mr.  Mulhall  or  not,  there  is  no 
sentiment  there  attributed  to  you  that  you  did  not  actually  entertain, 
is  there  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  There  is  a  sentiment  expressed  there  as  to  my  opinion 
of  Mr.  Malby,  or  my  views  that  he  would  be  or  ought  to  be  or  could 
be  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  do  not  recollect  ever  thinking  of 
Mr.  Malby  in  connection  with  the  chairmanship  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  Outside  of  that  there  is  nothing  that  you  care 
to  deny,  is  there  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Except  that  I  had  anything  to  do  with  Mr.  Malby's 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  not  suggested  at  all. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  understood  as  it  was  read  that  it  did  so  suggest. 

Senator  Walsh.  No;*  there  is  not  a  suggestion  here  that  you  had 
exercised  yourself  in  any  direction. 

Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  there  is  a  line  there  which  I 
could  not  gather  when  Senator  Reed  read  it;  there  is  a  mixture  there 
as  to  whether  Mr.  Malbv  was  aspiring  to  be  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee or  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  sneaks  there  of  "member  of  the  committee,"  as 
though  that  were  tne  thought. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  testimony  is  simply  as  follows: 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  letter  should  be  read.    I  will  read  this  part  of  it. 

The  letter  was  then  read.     I  read  further: 

Senator  Reed.  What  committee  is  that? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  trying  to  make  up  that  committee? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  They  were  trying  to  get  Mr.  Malby  on  that  committee.    I  guess  that 
is  what  it  means. 

i  

Mr.  Emery.  Get  him  on  the  committee.     That  is  what  I  referred  to. 
Senator  Walsh.  "They"  were  trying. 
Mr.  McCarter.  That  is,  the  association. 
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Senator  Walsh.  Yes.    I  read  further: 

Senator  Reed.  Why  did  you  want  him  on  that  committee? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  take  the  place  of  Judge  Jenkins. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  particularly  selecting  this  man? 

We  were  inquiring  about  Mr.  Mulhall's  activity.     He  was  going 

to  get  this  man  made  chairman,  and  he  gives  his  reasons.     When 

asked  "Why  were  you  particularly  selecting  this  man?"  he  says: 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Because  Mr.  Emery  positively  stated  that  he  had  interviewed 
Mr.  Malby  on  several  occasions,  and  that  he  thought  he  would  take  Judge  Jenkins's 
place,  and  along  the  same  lines,  and  if  appointed  on  the  committee,  he  would  be 
Beneficial  to  the  manufacturers  while  in  that  position. 

You  think  you  did  not  say  that,  because  you  did  not  think  of  him 
in  that  connection  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  When  he  says  "he  thought,"  does  he  mean  that  I 
thought  or  that  Mr.  Malby  thought  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No,  he  says  "he  thought."     That  means  you. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Whether  you  said  that  or  not,  you  did  think  that, 
that  Mr.  Malby  would  be  a  good  man  for  the  manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  So,  what  is  there  that  you  feel  you  ought  to 
repudiate  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  The  first  statement,  that  we  were  endeavoring  to  get 
him  on  the  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  he  does  not  attribute  that  to  you.  Mr.  Mul- 
hall's conclusion  is  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
wanted  to  get  Mr.  Malby  on  there.  He  does  not  attribute  anything 
to  you  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Why  not  read  the  letter  in  that  connection  ?  The 
letter  reads : 

We  are  working  to  make  Mr.  Malby  chairman  of  that  committee,  and  this  has  been 
entirely  Hatisfactory  to  Mr.  Emery,  and  I  think  it  is  a  splendid  move. 

Senator  Walsh.  "  We  are" ;  that  is,  Mr.  Mulhall  and  some  one  else; 
and  it  is  satisfactory  to  Mr.  Emery.  I  suppose  Mr.  Emery  would  not 
like  to  have  us  understand  that  it  would  not  have  been  satisfactory 
to  him. 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no.  But  it  imputes  to  me  a  knowledge  that  I 
did  not  possess  of  an  effort  to  make  some  one  a  member  01  a  com- 
mittee. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  if  they  had  been  doing  it,  it  would  have  met 
your  entire  approval  ?  You  would  have  been  glad  to  have  them  do 
anything  they  could  to  get  that  place  for  Mr.  Malby  t 

Mr.  Emery.  I  would  not  have  had  any  objection  to  any  legitimate 
endeavor;  but  so  far  as  any  effort  to  make  Mr.  Malby  a  member  of 
the  committee  was  concerned,  it  is  obvious  I  could  not  have  enter- 
tained it,  because  Mr.  Malby  was  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  How  about  a  subcommittee  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  What  about  it  ? 

Senator  Reed.  How  about  Mr.  Malby  being  made  chairman  of  a 
subcommittee  to  which  these  bills  that  you  were  specially  interested 
in  might  go  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  What  of  it  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  say,  how  about  an  effort  being  made  to  make  Mr. 
Malby  chairman  of  such  a  subcommittee^ 
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Senator  Walsh.  That  could  not  be  so,  because  this  letter  reads: 

We  have  secured  in  the  person  of  Mr.  George  R.  Malby,  a  Representative  from  New 
York,  a  man  who  will  fill  the  bill  entirely  in  Judge  Jenkins's  place  when  he  finishes  his 
term  as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  We  are  working  to  make  Mr.  Malby 
chairman  of  that  committee,  and  this  has  been  entirely  satisfactory  to  Mr.  Emery,  and 
I  think  it  is  a  splendid  move. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  return  for  a  moment  to  the  Judge  Jenkins 
matter. 

Mr.  Emery.  Will  you  pardon  me  a  moment?  If  I  have  not  made 
myself  clear  to  the  Senator,  I  desire,  in  justice  to  myself,  to  say  that 
so  far  as  I  was  concerned  I  knew  of  no  move  to  make  Mr.  Malby 
chairman  of  the  committee,  and  if  such  a  move  was  in  existence  in 
the  mind  of  Mr.  Mulhall  I  had  no  knowledge  of  it.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  other  effort  having  been  made  by  the  Manufacturers'  Association 
or  by  Mr.  Malby. 

The  Chairman.  Judge  Jenkins  at  that  time  had  been  defeatod, 
had  he  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  know  the  date. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  you  would  have  entirely  approved  of  it  if  you 
had  known  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Why,  if  Mr.  Malby  had  been  chairman  of  the  committee, 
I  certainly  would  not  have  objected  to  it.  But  I  want  it  distinctly 
understood  that  we  made  no  such  effort  to  make  him  chairman. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  say  you  made  no  effort;  but  you  do  not  mean 
to  say  the  Manufacturers'  Association  made  no  effort? 

Mr.  Emery.  So  far  as  I  know,  the  Manufacturers'  Association  made 
no  effort. 

Senator  Walsh.  While  you  did  not  know  it,  Mr.  Mulhall  evidently 
knew  it  when  he  wrote  this  letter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  not  that  a  psychological  question  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No,  it  is  not  a  psychological  Question.  The  im- 
portance of  the  matter  consisted,  not  in  whether  Mr.  Emery  knew  it, 
tut  in  whether  the  association  knew  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  are  examining  Mr.  Emery  now. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  it  is  a  little  out  of  order,  because  it  is  cross- 
examination. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  make  it  in  order. 

You  and  Mr.  Schwedtman  were  on  good  terms  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  daily  communications  with  him  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  you  had  frequent  communications,  and  there 
are  in  the  files  hundreds  of  letters  between  you  and  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sif. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  that  you  did  not  know  of  this.  Do  you 
mean  to  say  that  Mr.  Mulhall  was  trying  to  conceal  it  from  you,  or 
that  you  simply  do  not  recollect  it  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  there  is  no  question  of  recollection.  I  would 
distinctly  know — that  is,  I  would  know  certainly — if  I  participated  in 
such  a  movement;  and  I  ought  to  know  if  the  association  was  par- 
ticipating in  such  a  movement. 

Senator  Reed.  But  Mr.  Mulhall  did  write  the  association  about  it  t 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  very  evident. 
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Senator  Reed.  He  wrote  to  its  secretary  in  regard  to  Judge  Jenkins. 
Did  I  correctly  understand  you  to  say  that  you  made  no  effort  to 
raise  money  for  Judge  Jenkins  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I,  personally  ? 

Senator  Reed,   x  es. 

Mr.  Emery.    No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  you  did  not  further  or  father  any  effort  to 
raise  money  for  him  ? 

Mr  Emery.  I  would  not  say  that.  I  know  that  doubtless  in 
the  course  of  conversation  witH — I  can  not  recall  names  now,  but  I 
know  I  entertained  a  strong  opinion  on  the  subject,  that  it  was  a 
shame  that  the  business  men  would  not  support  a  man  like  Judge 
Jenkins 

Senator  Walsh.  You  told  us  the  extent  of  that  conversation  you 
had  with  Judge  Jenkins,  in  which  you  stated  to  him  that  the  manu- 
facturers of  the  country  were  indebted  to  him  for  his  position,  and 
that  they  ought  to  do  something  to  help  him  in  his  district,  and  that 
you  believed  they  would.  You  told  us  that.  I  think  I  have  quoted 
you  with  substantial  accuracy.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Except  for  the  latter  part  of  your  statement,  in  which 
you  attribute  to  me  the  offer  of  financial  support.  As  I  said,  in  the 
conversation  I  had  with  Judge  Jenkins  I  expressed  to  Judge  Jenkins 
a  very  strong  opinion  as  to  how  I  felt,  but  there  was  nothing  in  his 
attitude  or  his  manner  or  his  speech  that  indicated  any  expectation 
of  financial  help. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand  that.  You  told  us  that  was  the 
extent  of  your  connection  with  funds  in  the  matter  of  rendering 
assistance  to  Judge  Jenkins. 

Senator  Reed.  You  told  us  that  you  repudiated  that  statement 
to  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  asked  you  if  you  ever  wrote  him  and  repudiated 
that  statement,  and  you  said  you  did  not;  but  you  said  that  you  met 
him  in  New  York  ana  had  a  talk  with  him,  and  in  that  talk  you  repudi- 
ated it. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  repudiated  the  speech  described  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  also  gave  us  to  understand,  did  you  not, 
that  you  did  not  raise  or  try  to  raise  any  money  for  Judge  Jenkins? 

Mr.  Emery.  No;  personally,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  ''personally,"  but 
I  ask  you  if  that  is  your  signature  to  that  letter.  [Handing  witness 
letter.] 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  ask  that  this  be  marked  as  an  exhibit. 

The  letter  referred  to  was  marked  Emery  Exhibit  No.  40. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  on  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  letter- 
head, dated  New  York,  July  7th,  1908,  and  addressed  to  Col.  M.  M. 
Mulhall,  Superior  Hotel,  Superior,  Wis.  That  was  in  Judge  Jenkins's 
district,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads: 

My  Dear  Colonel:  You  no  doubt  have  me  on  your  black  list  for  apparent  neglect 
of  your  very  interesting  and  exhaustive  letters.  I  found  it  necessary  to  attend  a 
southern  convention  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  left  here  on  family  matters  immediately 
on  my  return.  I  realize  very  keenly  the  critical  nature  of  the  Wisconsin  situation 
and  I  hope  we  have  some  lines  out  that  'will  secure  practical  assistance  within  a  few 
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days.  The  extreme  heat  of  the  past  week  has  apparently  driven  out  of  New  York 
every  man  whom  we  have  been  most  anxious  to  see,  which  has  prevented  the  work 
I  have  been  most  anxious  to  do  here  in  connection  with  the  Jenkins  decision. 

That  word  evidently  should  be  "election." 

I  am  attending  after  to-morrow  a  convention  of  the  State  Bankers'  Association  at 
which  I  expect  to  find  some  of  the  men  I  am  most  anxious  to  see. 

I  hope  you  will  have  an  early  interview  with  Senator  Stevenson,  who  seems  to- 
be  the  key  of  the  Wisconsin  situation  financially.  He  has  spent  so  much  to  put 
himself  where  he  is  that  it  would  be  strange  if  he  would  not  contribute  a  bit  more  to 
sustain  his  present  position  and  prevent  the  absolute  dominance  of  La  Follette  of 
Wisconsin,  which  would  mean  his  elimination  from  public  life  and  the  bitter  loss 
of  the  fruits  of  his  own  generosity  and  trust  in  another.  I  trust  I  may  have  some- 
thing concrete  to  say  by  the  first  of  next  week. 

With  best  of  good  wishes,  believe  me, 

Very  truly  yours,  James  A.  Emery, 

Secretary. 

J.  A.  E./M.  W. 

P.  S. — I  enclose  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Miles  to  prominent  ministers  in 
Wisconsin  with  whom  he  has  influence  and  who,  in  their  turn,  are  in  a  position  to  be 
helpful. 

The  first  thing  I  want  to  direct  your  attention  to,  Mr.  Emery,  and 
refresh  your  recollection  as  to,  is  this.  The  letter  of  Mr.  Mulhafl,  with 
reference  to  which  you  testified,  being  letter  1647-1649,  and  which  is 
referred  to  in  the  record  at  page  2791,  is  dated  June  23,  1908.  The 
letter  I  have  just  read  you  is  dated  July  7,  1908,  and  apologizes  for 
not  having  answered  Mr.  MulhalVs  letters.  Now,  is  not  this  letter  of 
July  7  an  answer  to  that  very  letter  which  you  hold  in  your  hand  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  may  be,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  And  is  not  this  also  true,  that  you  are  mistaken 
when  you  say  that  you  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Mulhall  a  few  days 
afterwards  ?  Can  you  not  tell  from  this  letter  of  July  7,  addressed 
to  him  at  Superior,  Wis.,  that  he  was  still  out  in  the  district  of  Mr. 
Jenkins  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  very  likely,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  it  is  very  evident  you  were  mistaken  when 
you  said  you  did  not  answer  the  letter  of  June  23,  and  you  were  evi- 
dently mistaken  about  having  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Mulhall 
in  wliich  you  repudiated  his  letter  of  June  23,  or  repudiated  this  state- 
ment in  it  that  you  havo  criticized  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  quite  possible,  Senator,  that  the  interview  was 
later;  looking  back  over  the  matter,  five  years  ago.  Of  course  I  have 
not  seen  any  of  my  letters,  or  had  any  chance  to  refresh  my  recollection* 

Senator  Keed.  I  understand.  I  am  not  criticizing  you;  I  am  trying 
to  get  the  facts. 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  am  trying  the  best  I  can  to  give  them 
to  you. 

Senator  Reed.  It  appears  from  this  letter  of  July  7,  written  some 
10  days,  or  some  14  days,  perhaps,  after  the  letter  of  June  23,  that 
you  not  only  did  not  repudiate  nis  statement  which  jon  criticized 
this  morning,  but  that  you  were  fully  in  accord  with  his  letter,  and 
did  start  to  raise  money — tried  to  raise  money. 

Mr.  Emery.  It  is  very  evident  from  that  letter  that  some  effort 
was  made,  but  I  had  no 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  also  evident  that  you  made  a  personal  effort, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  You  mean  that  I  personally  tried  to  x*asa>  t&ss&ss^X 
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Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  only  give  you,  in  connection  with  the  letter, 
my  very  best  recollection,  which  is  that  I  made  no  special  effort. 
I  may  have  talked  to  somebody  about  it  in  a  general  way,  but  I 
can  not  recall  anybody. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  "  special  effort." 
Just  let  me  read  the  letter  again,  to  refresh  your  recollection.  I 
realize  that  a  busy  man,  with  thousands  of  things  on  his  hands,  has 
to  go  somewhat  by  memoranda  and  records,  i  have  had  to  do  it 
I  am  calling  your  attention  to  the  language  of  this  letter: 

I  realize  very  keenly  the  critical  nature  of  the  Wisconsin  situation — 

That  referred  to  Mr.  MulhalTs  letter  where  he  told  you  that  it  was 
going  to  be  a  hard  fight  ? 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  And  this  letter  goes  on: 

and  I  hope  we  have  some  lines  out  that  will  secure  practical  assistance  within 
few  days. 

Now,  whom  did  you  mean  by  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  suppose  I  referred  to  a  number  of  my  associates  or 
officers.     As  I  told  you,  Senator 

Senator  Reed.  You  must  have  had  a  talk  with  them  about  it, 
then 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes.     As  I  told  you- 


Senator  Reed  (continuing).  And  arranged  to  get  the  lines  out. 
That  much  had  been  done,  and  you  had  been  personally  concerned 
in  it  to  the  extent  of  talking  it  over  with  other  members,  or  with 
some  of  the  other  officers  of  the  association.     That  is  correct,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  I  continue  with  this  letter.  The  practical 
assistance,  of  course,  that  you  expected  to  get,  was  money.  That  is 
what  your  were  writing  about  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  continues: 

The  extreme  heat  of  the  past  week  has  apparently  driven  out  of  New  York  every 
man  whom  we  have  been  most  anxious  to  see — 

Those  were  the  capitalists,  the  manufacturers,  the  men  who  had 
money,  that  you  referred  to,  were  they  ndt?    I  will  read  it  again: 

The  extreme  heat  of  the  past  week  has  apparently  driven  out  of  New  York  every 
man  whom  we  have  been  most  anxious  to  see,  which  has  prevented  the  work  I  have 
been  most  anxious  to  do  here  in  connection  with  the  Jenkins  decision. 

The  word  " decision"  should  evidently  be  "election. "  The 
stenographer  probably  made  a  mistake.  That  referred  to  people  you 
had  expected  to  see,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Emery.  Very  evidently,  yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  going  a  little  further: 

I  am  attending  after  to-morrow  a  convention  of  the  State  Bankers'  Association — 

That  was  the  State  Bankers'  Association  of  New  York,  was  :t  not? 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  on: 

at  which  I  expect  to  find  some  of  the  men  I  am  most  anxious  to  see. 

You  did  attend  that  bankers'  association  meeting,  did  you? 
Mr.  Emery.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  And  you  did  see  the  men  you  were  most  anxious 
t.  to  see  ? 

[  Mr.  Emery.  No,  I  did  not  see  anybody  there  interested  in  the 
matter. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  do  then  ?    You  came  back  to  New 
f  York  and  you  saw  them  there,  did  you  not  ? 

r  Mr.  Emery.  If  you  will  permit  me,  my  recollection  is  that  I  was 
confident  that  if  in  a  situation  like  that  presented  by  Judge  Jenkins. 
we  passed  the  hat  among  individual  Dusiness  men,  they  would 
contribute 

Senator  Reed.  I  know  that  was  your  confidence,  but  did  you  not 
try  to  raise  this  money  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  evidently  did  make  an  appeal  of  that  kind,  but  it 
evidently  did  not  meet  with  success. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  another  question,  whether  it  met  with  suc- 
cess or  not.  I  am  talking  about  whether  you  tried  to  raise  money, 
not  about  whether  you  succeeded. 

Mr.  Emery.  Very  evidently  I  made  an  appeal.  I  do  not  remember 
to  whom. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  you  made  a  suggestion  in  turn  to  Mr.  Mulhall. 
Of  course  you  knew  that  Mr.  Stephenson  was  a  very  wealthy  man, 
one  of  the  richest  in  the  United  States,  a  multimillionaire. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Senator  Reed.  You  could  not  have  overlooked  that  fact. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  is  guite  possible. 

Senator  Reed.  You  in  turn  made  the  suggestion  for  Mr.  Mulhall 
to  get  busy,  did  you  not?    The  letter  says: 

I  hope  you  will  have  an  early  interview  with  Senator  Stephenson,  who  seems  to 
be  the  key  of  the  Wisconsin  situation  financially.  He  has  spent  so  much  to  put 
himself  where  he  is  that  it  would  be  strange  if  he  would  not  contribute  a  bit  more 
to  sustain  his  present  position  and  prevent  the  absolute  dominance  of  La  Follette, 
of  Wisconsin,  which  would  mean  his  elimination  from  public  life  and  the  bitter  loss 
of  the  fruits  of  his  own  generosity  and  trust  in  another. 

What  did  you  refer  to  by  that  phrase  "and  trust  in  another"? 
What  did  vou  mean  by  "the  bitter  loss  of  the  fruits  of  his  own  gen- 
erosity ancl  trust  in  another"  ?    To  whom  were  you  referring? 

Mr.  Emery.  That  must  doubtless  have  referred  to  the  relations 
between  himself  and  Mr.  La  Follette,  which  were  perhaps  a  matter 
of  public  discussion  then.     But  I  forget  now  what  they  were. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  further  in  this  letter: 

I  trust  I  may  have  something  concrete  to  say  by  the  first  of  next  week. 

By  that  you  meant  you  would  have  some  definite  reply  in  regard  to 
finances  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Yes  sir;  I  doubtless  thought  that  we  would  know 
whether  or  not  manufacturers  would  contribute. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  in  the  postscript: 

I  enclose  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Miles  to  prominent  ministers  in  Wisconsin, 
with  whom  he  nas  influence  and  who,  in  their  turn,  are  in  a  position  to  be  helpful. 

I  now  ask  you  to  look  at  the  attached  copy  addressed  to  the  Rev. 
Samuel  Plantz,  D.  D.,  and  signed  by  Mr.  Miles,  and  ask  you  if  that  is 
a  copy  of  the  letter  you  inclosed  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  That,  Senator  Reed,  must  have  been  spiritual 
help.     It  could  not  have  been  financial  help,  because  m\Eastasss>  «<b 
not  able  to  render  very  much  of  that. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  take  it  they  were  playing  the  game  of  working 
both  ends  against  the  Democrats,  to  paraphrase  an  old  expression. 
If  they  could  get  a  combination  of  ministers  in  a  man's  district,  and 
New  York  bankers  and  merchants  outside,  it  might  have  some  effect. 

Senator  Nelson.  Well,  it  was  evident  they  wanted  the  spirit  as  well 
as  the  cash. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Mammon  and  righteousness,  both  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  the  one  sanctified  tho  other. 

Senator  Keed.  Senator,  you  have  me  beyond  my  depth  when  you 
get  onto  religion. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  am  more  of  an  expert  on  theology  than  you  are. 

Senator  Reed.  I  was  going  to  compliment  you  on  your  very  early 
training. 

Mr.  Emery  (after  examining  letter).  Yes  sir;  that  is  evidently  a 
copy  of  the  letter  referred  to. 

Senator  Keed.  I  want  to  read  that  to  the  committee,  because  I 
have  not  yet  read  it  myself. 

The  Chairman.  The  letter  to  the  preacher  i 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     I  want  to  read  this.     It  is  as  follows: 

Emery  Exhibit  No.  41. 

Racine,  Wis.,  June  IS,  1908. 
Rev.  Samuel  Plantz,  D.  D., 

President  Lawrence  University,  Appleton,  Wis. 

Dear  Dr.  Plantz:  I  am  told  that  the  Prohibitionists  in  the  eleventh  congressional 
district,  which  is  represented  by  Judge  John  J.  Jenkins  of  Chippewa  Falls,  are  making 
a  very  aggressive  campaign  against  the  reelection  of  Judge  Jenkins  to  Congress  this 
coming  summer,  on  the  ground  that  as  chairman  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
House  he  and  his  committee  did  not  aid  them  in  their  prohibition  work  by  way  of 
submitting  to  the  House  in  the  interstate  commerce  bill  a  provision  that  would  make 
it  more  difficult,  or  impossible  to  ship  liquor  into  prohibition  States  in  the  original 
package. 

I  am  surprised  to  note  how  everyone  bent  upon  some  reform  thinks  first  of  his 
reform  and  secondly,  or  not  at  all,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Judge  Jenkins  is  also  opposed  by  some  of  the  laborites  because  as  a  constitutional 
lawyer  he,  and  so  far  as  I  know,  all  of  the  members  of  his  committee,  disbelieving  in 
the  constitutionality  of  a  proposed  bill  failed  to  report  the  bill  to  the  House.  The 
best  lawyers  I  know  of  in  America  say  that  the  bill  desired  would  have  infringed 
directly  upon  the  constitutional  powers  of  that  coordinate  branch  of  our  Government, 
the  judiciary,  and  would  have  been  unconstitutional  on  that  ground.  It  seems  to 
me  no  lawyer  of  standing  to-day  questions  the  propriety  of  the  position  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  and  the  courts  under  the  Constitution  in  the  matter  concerning  charge 
Judge  Jenkins  is  complained  of  by  the  Prohibitionists. 

Whether  or  not  his  legal  ability  and  particularly  high  moral  character  has  no  more 
been  questioned  than  that  of  judges  upon  the  supreme  bench.  Somebody  must  be 
chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee;  somebody  must  stand  up  for  the  Constitution. 
If  the  Constitution  is  not  right  it  should  be  revised,  but  the  Judicial  Committee  should 
not  be  complained  of  for  justly  interpreting  it. 

Judge  Jenkins  might  fairly  be  called  a  defender  of  the  Constitution  and  I  am  much 
impressed  with  his  dignity  and  strength  when  I  find  people  as  good  as  the  Prohibi- 
tionists and  as  bad  as  Gompers  Laborites  opposing  him  because  he  does  not  bend  the 
Constitution  to  their  purposes.  Of  course  ne  could  not  bend  it  if  he  tried.  He  could 
only  weaken  or  corrupt  our  legislative  body  to  be  checked  later  by  the  courts  them- 
selves. I  think  him  a  hero.  I  have  seen  him  under  great  stress  and  I  know  that  by 
violating  his  conscience,  his  judgment,  and  his  oath,  ne  could  carry  his  own  district 
by  great  majorities. 

Instead  of  that  he  does  his  duty  with  very  cpreat  ability  and  strength  and  returns 
home  to  face  the  prejudice  and  lack  of  knowledge  of  constitutional  law  on  the  part  of 
a  great  number  of  his  constituents. 

I  write  you  as  acquainted  with  many  of  the  Methodist  preachers  and  laity  in  Judge 
Jenkins  district.  I  would  be  very  g\aa  \i  ^ou  ^would  ^ive  me  the  names  of  as  many 
of  the  preachers  as  you  can  conveniently  teca\\AY\aX\  tdkj  ^^fto^&ssa.. 
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I  wish  I  might  make  known  to  you  and  others  the  wonderful  developments  of  the 
last  few  weeks  and  months  in  Washington.  President  Roosevelt  and,  as  I  understand 
from  Secy.  Cortelyou,  President  McKinley  also  saw  that  trusts  of  various  kinds, 
money  trusts  and  labor  trusts,  and  vested  interests  generally  had  to  be  circumscribed 
and  checked  or  this  country  would  not  be  worth  living  in.  Routed  in  manv  quarters 
these  interests  have  appeared  under  new  guises,  until  very  many  of  us  who  have  been 
in  Washington  have  really  become  afraid  of  the  Constitution.  We  know  it  will  revive, 
but  we  know  it  will  not  revive  except  as  such  men  as  Judge  Jenkins  are  upheld. 

I  have  no  reason,  whatever,  to  speak  for  Judge  Jenkins,  except  upon  tne  grounds  of 
judgment  and  conscience  here  noted.  I  know  he  would  do  for  his  constitution  and 
the  people  whatever  he  can  upon  honor  and  that  he  prefers  defeat  to  the  sacrifice  of 
constitutional  right  by  any  action  of  his  own  or  his  committee. 

Wisconsin  has  a  particular  high  place  in  the  House  because  of  the  judge's  position 
upon  this  committee. 

I  plan  to  leave  for  Europe  June  20th  and  I  hope  I  can  do  something  in  the  judge's 
behalf  before  tliat  time.    His  district  comprises  the  following  counties — 

Barron,  Bayfield,  Burnett,  Chippewa,  Douglas,  Dunn,  Pierce,  Polk,  Rusk,  St. 
Croix,  Sawyer  and  Washburn. 
#  Yours  very  truly,  H.  E.  Miles. 

HEM-EA . 

Dictated  but  not  read  by  H.  E.  Miles. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  were  at  the  same  time  soliciting  funds  from 
the  brewers? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  did  not  solicit  any  funds  from  the  brewers. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  say  I  did  not  solicit  any  funds  from  the  brewers. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  mean  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers did. 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  I  thought  you  said  "you." 

Mr.  McCarter.  Does  it  appear  that  the  association  was  at  this 
time  soliciting  funds  from  the  brewers?     I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Emery.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Reed.  That  the  association  was  doing  what  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  asked  if  it  appeared  that  the  association  was 
8oliciting  funds  from  the  brewers. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  thought  that  was  one  fact  that  nobody  disputed. 
I  should  have  to  be  corrected  on  that,  and  I  should  be  very  glad  to  be 
corrected,  because  I  supposed 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  I  understood  that  one  of  the  brewers  in 
Wisconsin,  T  can  not  recall  his  name  now,  contributed. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  will  say,  Senator  Walsh,  so  long  as  you  have 
asked  my  opinion,  that  I  thought  this  record  showed  that  the  association 
was,  through  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  others,  using  great  efforts  to  secure 
the  return  of  Judge  Jenkins,  and  that  what  are  called  the  brewers 
were  injected  into  the  enterprise,  not  with  any  effort  of  the  associa- 
tion, at  all,  that  I  have  been  able  to  find,  and  that  the  efforts  of  the 
association  to  help  Judge  Jenkins  by  the  sending  of  money  were 
interrupted  by  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall,  stating  "The  brewers  are 
helping  these  people  out  and  it  is  not  necessary  for  you  to  do  any- 
thing. I  think  that  is  a  fail*  rfeumfi  of  the  record  upon  that  subject. 
I  do  not  think  you  will  find  any  letter  in  which  active  participation 
by  the  association  in  securing  the  help  of  the  brewers  for  Judge  Jenkins 
appears.  I  may  be  mistaken  about  it.  I  do  not  see  that  it  makes 
any  difference  whether  it  is  a  fact  or  not.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why 
they  should  not  get  the  brewers  to  help  just  as  much  as  anybodv  else. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  certainly  am  surprised,  because  I  assumecf  there 
was  one  proposition  that  no  one  would  undertake  to  controvert,  *xuL 
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that  was  that  the  brewers  were  being  solicited — the  national  associa- 
tion and  the  Wisconsin  association — to  provide  funds  with  which  to 
promote  the  election  of  Judge  Jenkins,  and  that  they  had  made 
the  call  upon  them. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  not  my  recollection  of  the  evidence.  You 
may  be  right.     I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  get  the  letter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  through,  Senator  Reed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Just  a  moment,  while  we  are  on  this  matter. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  a  letter  from  Schwedtman,  under  date 
of  July  6,  which  is  as  follows: 

(1723.) 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

St.  Louis,  July  6,  1908. 
My  Dear  Martin  :  I  send  you  herewith  a  letter  of  introduction  in  accordance  with 
Mr.  Van  Cleave'e  instructions.     I  hope  it  is  just  what  you  want. 

Your  telegram  stating  that  nothing  definitely  had  been  arranged  so  far  in  Milwaukee 
was  duly  received  at  noon  while  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  in  the  office.  We  do  hope  that 
you  may  succeed  this  afternoon. 

Express  package  for  Judge  Jenkins  has  gone  forward  to-day.  I  have  seen  Mr. 
Bartholdt  and  he  says  that  he  will  get  our  St.  Louis  brewers  to  do  all  they  can  in  Wis- 
consin.   He  doubts  whether  it  is  possible  to  get  them  to  do  anything  direct. 

I  have  had  no  further  advice  from  Mr.  Emery.    It  is  really  surprising  how  difficult 
it  is  to  gather  sinews  of  war. 
Hoping  to  hear  from  you  to-morrow,  I  am, 

Very  truly,  yours,  Ferd  C.  Schwedtman, 

Secretary  to  the  President. 

Mr.  McCarter.  If  you  will  follow  that  up,  Senator,  you  will  find 
that  Mulhall  wrote  back,  or  telegraphed  back,  "Do  not  send  the 
express  package/'  and  because  the  brewers  had  injected  themselves 
it  was  not  sent.  I  may  be  wrong  about  it.  1  do  not  pretend 
to  recollect  absolutely.  My  recollection  is  that  the  arrangement 
was  made  to  get  the  money  from  the  brewers  there;  and  then  I  got 
the  impression — not  that  it  makes  the  slightest  difference  one  way  or 
the  other,  but  I  got  the  impression — that  Mulhall  did  not  like  the 
butting  in  of  the  brewers — was  peeved  about  it.  I  may  be  wrong, 
but  I  got  that  impression.  So  he  said,  "You  need  not  do  anything 
about  it."     I  may  be  wrong  about  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  All  I  am  concerned  in  is  first  whether  the  Man- 
ufacturers' Association  did  endeavor  to  have  the  brewers  provide  the 
money,  and  this  seems  to  me  to  establish  that  fact;  and  second,  that 
they  did  provide  the  money,  because  the  money  being  provided,  they 
called  back  the  thousand-dollar  package. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  they  did  call  bacK  the  thousand-dollar  package. 

Senator  Keed.  Shall  we  adjourn  for  the  day,  or  shall  we  adjourn 
and  come  back  later  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  had  better  adjourn  for  the  day. 

Senator  Keed.  We  will  try  to  make  some  arrangement,  beginning 
about  to-morrow  night,  to  make  provision  to  get  througn. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  will  be  glad  to  sit  at  any  time  so  that  we  may 
get  through. 

Senator  Keed.  I  am  sure  we  all  will. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow. 

(At  12.30  o'clock  p.  m.  tne  subcommittee  adjourned  until  to- 
morrow, Wednesday,  August  13,  1913,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  18,  1918. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson, 
and  Cummins. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  McCarter,  you  may  call  Mr.  Mead  and  Mr. 
Towne  now,  if  you  wish.  I  understand  their  testimony  will  take  but 
a  short  time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Very  well.    Mr.  Towne,  will  you  take  the  stand  ? 

TESTIMOITY  OF  HENBT  R.  TOWNE. 

(The  witness  was  sworn  by  the  chairman). 

Mr.  McCarter.  Your  full  name  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Henry  R.  Towne. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  you  live  where,  sir? 

Mr.  Towne.  In  New  York  Citv,  N.  Y. 

Mr.  McCarter.  With  what  business  enterprise  are  you  connected  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  am  president  of  the  Yale  &  Towne  Manufacturing 
Co.,  whose  works  are  situated  at  Stamford,  Conn. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  does  your  company  manufacture  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  are  manufacturers  of  locks  of  all  kinds,  builders' 
hardware,  and  other  related  products. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Have  you  been  for  a  number  of  years,  until 
recently,  connected  in  an  official  way  with  the  Merchants*  Association 
of  New  York  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have  been  one  of  its  directors  for  over  12  years,  on 
its  executive  committee  for  over  10  years,  and  have  been  its  president 
for  something  over  five  years,  and  resigned  that  position  two  months 

ag°- 

Mr.  McCarter.  Have  you  been  interested  in  the  question  of  the 

tariff,  Mr.  Towne — a  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  They  are  two  distinct  propositions,  Mr.  McCarter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  I  have  been  interested  in  both. 

Mr.  McCarter.  When  did  you  first  become  interested  in  the  sub- 
ject of  a  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  About  1905  or  1906. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  know  whether  the  cooperation  of  the  Mer- 
chants' Association  of  New  York,  of  which  at  that  time  you  were 
J  resident,  in  the  way  of  attendance  at  a  convention  that  was  held  at 
ndianapolis  in  February,  1909,  was  sought  or  asked? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  were  invited  to  participate  in  that  convention,  and 
after  investigating  the  purpose  of  it,  decided  to  accept  the  invitation, 
and  did  so. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  remember  from  whom  your  invitation 
came  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  letter,  if  I  recall  correctly,  was  signed  by  Mr. 
Riesenberg,  I  think.  May  I  ask  Mr.  Mead  if  I  have  got  that  name 
right — Riesenberg  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  right — Riesenberg. 
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Mr.  Towne.  B-e-r-g  ? 

Mr.  McCabter.  Yes.  When  you  say  "the  association/ '  you  refer 
to  what  association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York. 

Mr.  McCarter.  About  how  large  an  association  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Towne  At  that  time  we  had  approximately  1,500  members. 
Our  membership  now  is  over  3,500. 

Mr.  McCarter  Was  there  a  delegation  from  the  Merchants'  As- 
sociation of  New  York  appointed  to  attend  that  convention  ? 

Mr.  Towne  The  executive  committee  appointed  a  special  com- 
mittee to  attend  the  convention,  and  the  members  of  that  committee 
were  myself  as  its  chairman,  Mr  Herman  A.  Metz 

Mr.  McCarter   The  present  Congressman  from  New  York  ? 

Mr.  Towne    The  present  Democratic  Congressman  from  Brooklyn. 

Mr.  McCarter    Yes. 

Mr.  Towne    And  Mr.  Downing,  and  Mr.  Mead  as  secretary. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  all  attend  ? 

Mr.  Towne   We  all  attended. 

Mr.  McCarter    A  convention  was  organized,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne    It  was  organized,  and  was  held. 

Mr.  McCarter  About  how  manv  different  associations  or  bodies, 
if  you  recall,  were  represented  at  that  convention  ? 

Mr.  Towne  Two  hundred  and  thirty-two,  if  I  remember  correctly; 
agricultural,  industrial  and  commercial  bodies,  scattered  all  over 
the  United  States.  It  was  a  very  large  and  representative  conven- 
tion, and  lasted  three  days. 

Mr.  McCarter   Was  there  a  good  deal  of  discussion  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  there  was  a  full  and  prolonged  discussion  of  the 
subject  for  the  consideration  of  which  we  met,  namely,  the  desirabil- 
ity of  a  permanent  tariff  commission.  By  a  rule  of  the  convention, 
adopted  at  the  outset,  all  discussion  of  tariff  schedules  was  abso- 
lutely forbidden. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  proceedings  of  that  con- 
vention ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  resolution  that  was  finally 
passed  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have. 

Mr.  McCarter   Will  you  read  that  ?     It  is  short,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  Were  the  proceedings  published  ? 

Mr.«  Towne.  They  were  reported  very  fully  in  the  public  press,  but 
there  was  never  anv  printed  volume  or  book  gotten  out  giving  the 
proceedings  in  detail.  We  had  no  fund  for  that  purpose.  That  is  the 
reason  we  did  not  publish  such  a  book.  Do  you  wish  me  to  read  the 
resolution  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes;  I  wish  you  would. 

Mr.  Towne.  It  is  not  very  long. 

Senator  Nelson.  Suppose  you  read  it,  Mr.  McCarter. 

Senator  Walsh.  These  proceedings  were  all  public,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  They  were  all  public,  yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  public  was  apprized  at  the  time  by  the  press 
of  what  was  being  done  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  very  fully. 
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Senator  Nelson.  I  understood  you  to  say  a  moment  ago  that  the 
convention  decided  not  to  have  anything  to  do  with  tariff  revision, 
but  simply  to  deal  with  the  matter  of  the  creation  of  a  tariff  com- 
mission. 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCarteb.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  find  it  difficult  to  conceive  what  significance  or 
importance  the  conclusions  at  which  they  arrived  would  have. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Mulhall  has  testified  here  that  the  whole 
object  and  purpose  in  the  holding  of  this  tariff  commission  conven- 
tion was  to  exploit  the  convention,  which  was  to  be  packed,  to  use 
his  words,  with  members  from  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers, with  the  express  purpose  of  preventing  any  action  on  the 
tariff,  and  I  desire  to  nave  read  that  portion  which  calls  for  certain 
action  on  the  tariff. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  think  the  public  resolutions  would  dis- 
close that  purpose? 

Mr.  McCarter.  It  says  in  so  many  words  that  they  desire  action 
on  the  tariff. 

Senator  Reed.  In  the  first  place,  I  do  not  recollect  any  such  testi- 
mony as  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  am  afraid  your  recollection  is  at  fault. 

Senator  Reed.  It  may  be,  but  probably  not  more  so  than  yours. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  will- read  this  portion: 

RESOLUTION. 

We  demand  from  Congress,  for  the  equal  benefit  of  all  classes  of  the  people,  and  in 
the  name  of  all  American  industry,  of  farm,  factory,  labor  and  commerce,  represented 
in  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Convention,  held  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  on  February 
16,  17  and  18,  1909,  consisting  of  delegates  from  42  States  and  representing  223  agri- 
cultural, civic,  commercial  and  industrial  bodies,  the  immediate  creation  of  a  per- 
manent tariff  commission,  for  the  following  purposes  and  ends,  through  congressional 
action,  viz.: 

First.  The  collecting,  and  the  intelligent,  thorough,  and  unprejudiced  study  of 
tariff  facts. 

Second.  The  preservation  and  promotion  of  our  domestic  and  the  development  and 
enlargement  of  our  foreign  trade. 

Third.  The  accomplishment  of  this  by  reciprocal  trade  agreements,  based  on  maxi- 
mum and  minimum  schedules. 

Fourth.  The  adjustment  of  the  tariff  schedules  so  that  they  shall  affect  all  interests 
equitably. 

Fifth.  The  fixing  of  the  rates  of  duty  to  be  paid  on  the  imports  from  any  foreign 
country,  within  the  limits  of  the  maximum  and  minimum  rates  established  by  Con- 
gress, under  reciprocal  trade  agreements  negotiated  by  or  under  the  direction  of  the 
President,  in  order  thereby  to  develop  ana  protect  our  foreign  trade  by  the  means 
favored  by  President  Mc  Kin  ley  and  authorized  by  sections  3  and  4  of  the  Dingley  law. 

We  urge  that,  prior  to  the  passing  of  a  bill  creating  such  a  commission,  Congress,  during 
its  special  session  about  to  be  called,  shall  prepare  and  adopt,  with  the  assistance  of 
the  best  information  presently  available,  a  revised  tariff,  as  completely  and  accurately 
adjusted  to  present  conditions,  and  therefore  as  stable,  as  is  possible  at  this  time. 

Mr.  McCarteb.  Mr.  Towne,  state  what  was  the  result,  in  the  way 
of  the  appointment  of  a  committee  of  one  hundred,  of  the  passage  of 
the  resolution  of  which  you  have  read  a  portion  ? 
I  Mr.  Towne.  Before  adjourning,  the  convention  appointed  a  com- 
mittee of  one  hundred,  intended  to  be  composed  of  at  least  two  rep- 
resentatives from  each  State  in  the  Union,  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
tinuing and  promoting  the  work  inaugurated  by  the  convention. 
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Mr.  McCarteb.  Without  going  into  detail,  I  will  ask,  did  that  lead 
to  the  organization  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association, 
or  to  the  existence  of  that  association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  led  directly  to  that.  The  committee  of  one  hundred 
appointed  an  executive  committee,  I  think  of  about  15  members — I 
am  not  sure  as  to  the  exact  number — and  that  committee  met  in  this 
city  about  the  1st  of  April,  1909,  the  convention  having  been  held  in 
February  of  that  year,  and  during  that  session  of  the  executive  com- 
mittee, which  was  quite  largely  attended,  it  was  resolved  to  form  a 
permanent  organization,  for  which  was  adopted  the  name  ''National 
Tariff  Commission  Association." 

Mr.  McCabteb.  Is  that  association  still  in  existence  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  association  is  still  in  existence,  and  has  preserved 
its  organization  and  continued  its  work  up  to  the  present  tune. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  Where  are  its  headquarters  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  In  New  York  City  it  has  an  office,  with  a  small  staff 
there,  and  a  secretary.     Its  president  lives  in  Boston. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  How  has  the  association  been  supported? 

Mr.  Towne.  By  voluntary  contributions;  partly  from  individuals, 
but  very  largely  from  the  two  hundred-odd  affiliated  bodies  all  over 
the  country. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  I  presume  you  met  at  the  convention  representa- 
tives of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  At  Indianapolis? 

Mr.  McCabteb.  At  Indianapolis. 

Mr.  Towne.  Quite  a  number  of  them. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  And  were  representatives  of  that  association  also 
on  the  executive  committee  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes;  not  as  such,  but  as  individuals. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  Yes,  as  individuals.  Do  you  recall  any  pledges 
that  were  early  made,  either  by  the  Merchants7  Association  of  New 
York,  from  which  you  were  a  delegate,  and  of  which  you  were  presi- 
dent, or  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  for  contribu- 
tions to  the  support  of  this  National  Tariff  Commission  Association? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do.  From  the  outset  it  was  found  that  in  order 
to  do  any  effective  work  we  would  require  funds,  and  at  that  first 
meeting  of  the  executive  committee  in  Washington  in  April,  1909,  the 
question  was  discussed  as  to  how  those  funds  should  be  provided.  At 
that  time,  in  my  capacity  as  president  of  the  Merchants  Association  of 
New  York,  I  made  the  statement  that  I  felt  sure  that  that  associa- 
tion would  contribute,  because  in  several  previous  years  it  had  taken 
interest  in  the  subject;  and  I  recall  that  representatives  of  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers  made  a  similar  statement,  to 
the  effect  that  a  contribution  would  be  made  by  it  to  the  funds  of  the 
new  organization. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  Was  the  amount  named  of  the  contribution  to  be 
made  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  was. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  How  much  was  it? 

Mr.  Towne.  $1,000. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  Do  you  personally  know  anything  about  the 
employment  of  Mr.  James  E.  Watson? 
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Senator  Walsh.  Excuse  me,  before  we  pass  that.  Was  that  the 
aggregate  —a  thousand  dollars  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  was  the  aggregate  that  was  promised  at  that 
time.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  was  the  total  amount  that  was  ever 
contributed  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Walsh.  From  some  testimony  here  I  got  an  impression 
that  it  was  $1,000  a  month. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  Towne.  Never.  The  initial  contribution  was  $1,000,  to 
inaugurate  the  work;  which  was  paid,  but  which  was  never  repeated 
in  any  amount. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Who  became  the  treasurer  of  the  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  was  elected  treasurer,  and  have  been  ever  since. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Who  kept  the  treasurers  books  under  your  direc- 
tions ? 

Mr.  Towne.  As  a  matter  of  convenience,  they  were  kept  in  the 
office  of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York,  under  the  general 
charge  of  our  secretary,  Mr.  Mead,  the  actual  bookkeeping  being  done 
by  our  accountant. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  actual  book  will  be  produced  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes;  Mr.  Mead  has  that. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Can  you  recall  other  contributors  besides  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  the  Merchants'  Associa- 
tion of  New  York  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  A  number  of  contributions  ran  into  the  thousands  of 
dollars,  from  individuals,  and  from  commercial  and  industrial  and 
other  bodies,  all  over  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  recall  anything  with  regard  to  a  deter- 
mination to  employ  a  representative  m  Washington,  after  the  meeting 
or  at  the  meeting  of  the  executive  committee  held  early  in  April  f 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do.  I  recall  that  some  of  the  members  of  that 
committee  who  were  much  more  familiar  than  I  was  at  that  time 
with  conditions  in  Washington,  and  the  kind  of  work  that  would 
probably  be  required  here,  urged  that  as  the  National  Tariff  Com- 
mission Association  itself  would  have  no  officers  or  official  repre- 
sentatives in  Washington,  it  was  highly  expedient  that  someone 
should  be  employed  in  our  behalf  to  look  after  the  situation  here,  to 
keep  us  informed  concerning  it,  and  whenever  necessary  and  proper 
to  do  work  which  would  tend  to  bring  effectively  to  the  notice  of 
Members  of  Congress  and  of  the  public  the  cause  that  we  had  at 
heart. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Whose  name  was  suggested  for  that  position? 

Mr.  Towne  The  name  of  Mr.  Watson,  who  had  recently  closed 
his  term  as  a  Member  of  the  House. 

Mr  McCarter    Did  you  yourself  actually  employ  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr  Towne    I  did  not. 

Mr  McCarter.  Do  you  know  who  did  ? 

Mr  Towne  I  think  it  was  a  small  subcommittee;  but  the  one 
who  reported  to  me  about  it,  so  that  I  as  treasurer  should  be  advised, 
was  Mr  H  E  Miles 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  at  that  time  meet  Mr.  Watson  t 

Mr.  Towne  Merely  to  be  introduced.  I  had  no  extended  talk 
with  him,  either  then  or  at  any  other  time. 
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}fir.  McCarter.  How  were  the  financial  needs  of  the  tariff  asso- 
ciation first  met,  before  the  association  itself  had  collected  any 
money  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Will  you  permit  me  to  suggest  that  the  full  name  of 
the  association  ought  to  be  used,  because  otherwise  there  is  liable 
to  fc>e  confusion  about  it  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  wish  you  would  use  the  full  name. 

Mr.  Towne.  There  was  another  tariff  organization,  with  which 
this  one  might  bo  confused.  We  had  nothing  to  do  wath  tariff  sched- 
ules, and  we  always  carefully  excluded  from  all  of  our  discussions  any 
question  of  tariff  rates,  or  high  or  low  tariff.  We  were  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association,  organized  and  devoted  to  the  pur- 
pose of  promulgating  information  wrhich  would  tend  to  enlighten 
the  public  as  to  the  reasons  for  desiring  to  have  a  permanent  body  to 
furnish  Congress  with  information  on  which  it  could  legislate  intelli- 
gently in  passing  tariff  laws. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Of  course  this  National  Tariff  Commission  Asso- 
ciation, by  the  employment  of  Mr.  Watson  and  otherwise,  incurred 
expenses,  and  I  am  interested  to  have  you  tell  the  committee  how 
the  funds  for  those  expenses  were  supplied  before  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  got  any  funds  of  its  own  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  My  recollection  is  that  the  first  money  made  avail- 
able for  that  purpose  was  in  the  form  of  a  loan  from  the  Merchants' 
Association  of  New  York,  of  $1,000,  which  was  made  at  my  sugges- 
tion, because  I  saw  the  immediate  need  of  funds,  and  knewr,  orhad 
confidence,  that  the  money  would  be  available  to  repay  the  loan,  which 
tyas  a  fact.     I  think  the  next  large  contribution  to  the  fund 

Senator  Reed.  One  moment.     That  $1,000  came  from  whom? 

^Ir.  Towne.  From  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York,  as  a 
loan. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  remember  about  when  that  was  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  was  in  1909.  The  next  large  contribution  was 
the  pledge,  from  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  of  $1,000. 
Immediately  after  that,  funds  began  to  come  in  from  those  to  whom 
we  presented  our  case,  and  came  from  numerous  concerns  all  over  the 
country. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  the  next  pledge  was  from  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  At  this  initial  point,  when  we  were  without  funds  and 
Heeded  money  to  get  the  work  of  the  association  started. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  after  you  had  contributed  $1,000  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  made  a  loan 
of  $1,000. 

The  Chairman.  They  did  not  loan  it  to  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  borrowed  the  money  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  They  loaned  the  money  to  the  National  Tariff  Com- 
mission Association. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  I  understood.  You  borrowed  the 
money  from  the  citizens7  association — the  merchants'  association? 

Mr.  Towne.  There  are  so  many  associations,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
there  is  liable  to  be  a  confusion.     The  Merchants'  Association  of  New 
York  made  a  loan  of  $1,000  to  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Asso- 
ciation,  which  loan  was  in  due  couiaa  \>*a&\>%&^ 
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Mr.  McCarter.  Did  the  Merchants '  Association  of  New  York  there- 
after make  any  furthc;  advances  in  the  way  of  loans  to  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  At  several  times  when  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association  was  in  need  of  funds,  the  Merchants'  Association  of 
New  York  did  make  advances  to  it  in  the  shape  of  loans,  all  of  which 
were  afterwards  repaid. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Has  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  also 
been  a  contributor  to  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association, 
outside  of  and  independently  of  its  advances  or  loans  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  has.  It  has  contributed  $500  a  year  to  the  work  of 
the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  in  common  with  other 
like  bodies;  for  example  the  Association  of  Commerce  of  Chicago,  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Boston,  and  similar  bodies  in  many  other 
large  cities. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  have  spoken  of  the  fact  that  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  pledged  itself  to  contribute  $1,000,  and 
you  have  told  us  that  you  were  the  treasurer  of  the  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  that  pledge 
was  made  good,  and  if  so,  how  i 

Mr.  Towne.  The  pledge  was  made  good,  but  the  information  as  to 
exactly  how  the  money  was  paid  did  not  reach  me  as  treaslirer  until 
I  think  it  was  September  of  tnat  year,  when  Mr.  Miles,  who  Had  been 
authorized  to  employ  Mr.  Watson,  informed  me  that  $500  6f  that  con- 
tribution had  been  paid  at  his  request  directly  to  Mr.  Watson,  at  one 
date,  and  another  $500  paid  in  like  manner  at  a  subsequent  date, 
making  a  total  of  $1,000;  whereupon,  in  my  books  as  treasurer  I 
caused  an  entry  to  be  made  on  one  side  of  the  book  crediting  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  with  a  contribution  of  $1,000, 
and  debiting  the  other  side  with  these  two  payments  to  Mr.  Watson. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Can  you  tell  us  about  when  Mr.  Watson's  employ- 
ment commenced,  and  about  when  it  terminated,  as  you  recall? 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  quite  understand  what  the  witness  said 
about  these  two  payments  of  $500  each. 

The  Chairman.  He  said  that  Mr.  Miles  reported  to  him  two  pay- 
ments of  $500  each. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  reported  to  Mr.  Towne,  and  he  put  it  bn 
the  books. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  have  the  books  here,  and  will  prove  the  entries 
by  Mr.  Mead. 

Do  you  recollect  about  when  it  was,  Mr.  Towne,  that  Mr.  Watson's 
employment  commenced,  and  when  it  terminated  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  My  recollection  is  that  it  began  about  April  1,  1909, 
and  continued  until  sometime  in  June  of  that  year. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was-  there  any  particular  bill  or  tariff  commission 
measure  that  received  the  support  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  At  that  time? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  that  I  recall. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association 
have,  or  present,  so  far  as  you  know,  any  particular  candidate  for 
any  proposed  commission  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Never. 
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Mr.  McCabter.  Do  you  know  James  A.  Emery? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Did  you  meet  him  or  have  any  business  relations 
with  him  touching  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  that 
year? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  did  not.  My  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Emery  began 
considerably  later,  and  had  no  comiection  whatever  with  tne  tariff 
commission  subject. 

Mr.  McCarter.  So  far  as  you  know  or  are  aware,  what  was  Mr. 
Emery's  connection  with  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Associa- 
tion, if  any  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  had  none. 

Mr.  McCarter.  You  have  continued  to  have  an  active  interest  in 
that,  have  you  not,  ever  since  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have.  I  have  been  its  treasurer  and  a  member  of 
its  executive  committee. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Outside  of  the  $1,000  to  which  you  have  just 
referred,  did  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  make  anv 
other  contribution  to  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  ?  * 

Mr.  Towne.  None  whatever. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  know  in  the  rough  the  total  amount  of  con- 
tributions received  by  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association 
from  all  sources  to  date  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  is  about  $39,000  for  the  four  years  that  we  have 
been  at  work. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Reed,  do  you  want  to  ask  any  questions? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Mr.  Towne,  what  is  the  name  of  your  asso- 
ciation ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  have 
any  connection  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  before 
the  convention  in  Indianapolis  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  has  never  had  any  such  connection,  either  before, 
or  at  the  time,  or  since. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  it  have  any  connection  with  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Never. 

Senator  Reed.  And  it  was  not  a  member  of  the  National  Council 
for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  it  associated  with  any  other  association? 

Mr.  Towne.  In  regard  to  what? 

Senator  Reed.  In  regard  to  anything?  Did  you  have  any  connec- 
tion with  other  associations,  or  membership  in  other  associations  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Or  association  with  other  associations? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  cooperated  with  our  fellow  organizations,  cham- 
bers of  commerce  and  merchant's  associations,  boards  of  trade  in 
Boston  and  Philadelphia  and  Chicago,  Detroit,  Cleveland,  Buffalo 
and  San  Francisco,  and  nearlv  all  over  the  United  States. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want,  if  I  can,  to  get  a  little  idea  of  what  your 
association  is,  and  what  class  of  men  compose  it — that  is,  what  sort 
of  business  organizations  compose  it. 
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Mr.  Towne.  I  can  best  explain  that,  Senator,  by  referring  to  the 
older  terms  which  are  used  to  designate  such  organizations,  namely 
" chamber  of  commerce"  or  "board  of  trade." 

"Merchants'  Association"  is  a  synonym,  and  that  name  is  used 
in  many  cities  as  it  is  in  New  York,  where  we  have  both  a  chamber  of 
commerce  and  a  merchants'  association.  The  motto  of  our  Merchants' 
Association,  which  crystallizes  our  purpose  and  work,  is  to  foster  the 
trade  and  welfare  of  New  York  City.  Our  membership  is  composed  of 
firms,  corporations  and  individuals  representing  almost  every  branch 
of  industry  and  commerce,  including  professional  men,  lawyers, 
bankers,  manufacturers,  and  merchants  in  every  line  of  trade. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Importers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Distributers,  importers,  exporters,  railroad  companies, 
steamship  companies.  Practically  all  lines  of  business  activity  are 
united  in  that  organization  for  the  purpose  of  the  interchange  of 
information  which  is  of  common  interest  for  the  promotion,  in  legiti- 
mate ways,  of  matters  pertaining  to  the  welfare  of  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  city  of  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  individually  a  member  of  either  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  or  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  individually;  but  my  company,  of  which  I  am 
president,  the  Yale  &  Towne  Manufacturing  Co.,  of  Stamford,  Conn., 
is  a  member  of  the  one  and  a  contributor  to  the  other. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  this  company  that  you  represent  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  Yale  &  Towne  Manufacturing  Co. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  a  member  of  both  associations  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Both  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
and  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you,  or  any  firms  or  companies  with  which  you 
were  connected,  ever  in  any  way  associate  with  the  Citizens'  Indus- 
trial Association  which  existed  in  New  York  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  The  firm  or  corporation  in  which  you  were  inter- 
ested was  a  member  of  both  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  De- 
fense and  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  were  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  and  we  were  a  contributor  to  the  fund  of  the — what 
is  the  name  of  it  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  say  you  were  a  contributor,  I  suppose 
you  mean  you  had  signed  one  of  these  declarations  of  principles,  and 
subscribed  a  sum  of  money  every  year  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  subscribed  the  money.  I  do  not  recall  the  signing 
of  the  declaration. 

Senator  Reed.  I  guess  you  were  as  much  a  member  as  anybody. 
You  were  a  member  for  the  purpose  of  contributing  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Oh,  yes,  that  ^s  quite  right. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  name  of  your  firm  that  belonged  to 
the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  Yale  &  Towne  Manufacturing  Co. 
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Senator  Reed.  You  have  told  us  what  business  you  are  engaged  in. 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  how  much  your  annual  subscrip- 
tion was  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  regular  dues,  $50. 

Senator  Reed.  Had  you  ever  attended  any  meeting  of  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Never. 

Senator  Reed.  You  never  knew  of  any  being  held,  either,  did  you! 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  but  I  was  not  in  the  way  of  knowing  it,  because 
we  took  no  part  in  the  management  or  operation  of  either  of  those 
organizations. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  any  business  connection  with  any  other 
firms  than  the  Yale  &  Towne  Manufacturing  Co.  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Do  you  mean  personally? 

Senator  Reed,   i  es. 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  not  in  the  sense  that  I  think  you  mean.  I  am  a 
director  in  one  or  two  corporations  that  have  notning  to  do  with  this 
matter. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  these  other  corporations,  in  which  you  were 
a  director,  members  of  either  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense  or  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  They  were  not. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  yourself  were,  or  your  company  was  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  company  of  which  I  am  president  was. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  coming  back  again  to  this  association  of  yours 
in  New  York,  had  it  prior  to  this  time  ever  taken  any  part  in  national 
legislation  ?    I  refer  now  to  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Towne.  We  have,  from  the  beginning  of  our  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  When  was  your  organization  effected?  When  did 
it  come  into  being  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  May  I  ask  Mr.  Mead  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  In  1897. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  been  interested  then  in  national  legisla- 
tion? 

Mr.  Towne.  Always  interested  in  national  legislation  which  had 
relation  to  commerce  and  industry. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  that  embraced  the  tariff,  because  that 
has  relation  to  commerce,  very  distinctly. 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  but- 


Senator  Reed.  But  you  also 

Mr.  Towne.  Pardon  me — but  it  was  a  cardinal  rule  of  the  Mer- 
chants' Association  of  New  York,  and  is  still,  that  we  should  abstain 
absolutely  from  participation  in  all  discussion  of  tariff  schedules. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  discussion  of  schedules;  I  understand.  But 
you  were  interested  and  had  been  interested  in  tariff  legislation, 
speaking  broadlv. 

Mr.  Towne.  Ko,  not  at  all.  The  only  part  that  the  Merchants' 
Association  of  New  York  has  ever  taken  m  connection  with  tariff 
matters  is  in  the  promotion  of  the  idea  or  project  of  a  permanent  tariff 
commission. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  in  any  way  interested  in  legislation 
regarding  ship  subsidies  \ 
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#7  Mr.  Towne.  We  took  part  in  the  discussion  of  the  subject  of  ship 
subsidy,  and  opposed  some  of  the  bills  that  were  pending  in  Congress 
at  various  times. 

Senator  Reed.  You  also  supported  some  of  the  bills,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  to  my  recollection,  but  Mr.  Mead  can  testify 
concerning  that  much  better  than  I,  as  he  had  intimate  knowledge 
of  it  and  1  had  not. 

Senator  Reed.  What  other  national  legislation  was  your  associ- 
ation concerned  in?  When  I  say  "concerned  in,"  I  do  not  mean 
that  the  members  might  have  had  an  interest  in,  but  I  mean  that  the 
association  undertook  to  have  something  to  do  with. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  understand.  I  say  again,  Mr.  Mead,  our  secretary, 
will  be  much  more  competent  than  I  to  state  that;  but  we  have  par- 
ticipated in  the  discussions  relating  to  the  postal  service,  relating  to 
traffic  conditions 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  railroad  legislation? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Affecting  rates  and  so  forth  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes.  concerning  rates;  relating  to  matters  concerning 
the  improvement  of  the  harbor  of  New  York 

Senator  Reed.  That  would  be  bills  making  appropriations  for  that 
harbor? 

Mr.  Towne.  Precisely;  relating  to  legislation  intended  to  prevent 
the  further  pollution  of  the  harbor  of  New  York  by  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  in  which  we  were  successful,  and  many  other  matters  con- 
cerning which  I  am  not  prepared  to  answer  offhand,  but  as  to  which 
I  think  Mr.  Mead  can  give  full  answers. 

Senator  Reed.  In  these  matters  of  national  legislation  to  which 
you  have  referred,  did  you  have  anybody  employed  in  the  city  of 
Washington  to  look  after  any  of  those  matters  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  did  not.  That  work  was  done  by  committees  of 
the  Merchants '  Association  of  New  York  coming  here  from  time  to 
time  as  the  occasion  required,  almost  always  accompanied  by  Mr. 
Mead  or  the  executive  secretary,  and  by  Mr.  Mead  himself  making 
visits  frequently  for  the  purpose  of  calling  on  the  Cabinet  Officers  or 
Members  of  Congress,  ana  repeatedly  for  tne  purpose  of  calling  on  the 
President. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Mead  came  here  only  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
senting the  views  of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York,  and 
such  arguments  or  facts  as  he  thought  might  sustain  them  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  and  such  as  had  been  authorized  and  approved 
by  our  governing  body. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  your  governing  body  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Primarily,  a  board  of  25  directors  which  meets 
monthly,  and  under  that  an  executive  committee  of  five  which  meets 
weekly  and  has  authority  to  act  in  the  intervals  between  board 
meetings. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  they  make  any  record  of  their  meetings? 
That  is,  if  they  sent  Mr.  Mead  over  here  you  say  he  would  carry  out 
directions;  and  would  there  be  any  record  of  the  directions  given  to 
him? 

Mr.  Towne.  There  would  be.  We  have  a  very  full  record  of  all 
our  work. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  that  with,  youl 
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Mr.  Towne.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  Mr.  Mead  bring  that  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  sir.  We  did  not  suppose  anything  of  the  kind 
would  be  needed. 

Senator  Reed.  But  I  suppose  that  in  any  event  I  am  right  about 
this — and  if  not,  please  correct  me — that  up  to  the  time  Mr.  Watson 
was  employed,  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  had  been 
able  to  get  along  without  having  any  attorney  or  representative  resid- 
ing here  or  remaining  here  in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  never  employed  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  I  say  up  to  the  time  he  was  employed,  as 
far  as  the  interests  of  vour  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York 
were  concerned,  you  haa  not  employed  anybody  in  Washington?  I 
will  put  it  that  way. 

Mr.  Towne.  We  never  have,  up  to  this  minute. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  You  say  that  you  got  your  invitation 
to  attend  the  Indianapolis  convention,  the  tariff  convention,  in 
1908 

Mr.  Towne.  In  1909 


Senator  Reed  (continuing).  From  Mr.  Riesenberg.     Who  was  he? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  Know.  He  lived  in  Indianapolis.  He 
addressed  this  letter  to  a  number  of  commercial  bodies  in  the  country, 
proposing  the  convention,  and  apparently  was  acting  as  the  chairman 
or  secretary  of  some  temporary  committee.  I  never  learned  exactly 
how  he  acquired  the  position,  but  it  was  only  tempiorary,  and  after 
the  convention  he  disappeared  from  the  matter. 
•  Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  was  employed  by  Mr. 
Schwedtman  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  never  heard  any  such  suggestion,  and  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  there  was  any  foundation  for  it. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  what  association  Mr.  Riesenberg 
claimed  to  represent  when  he  wrote  you  and  extended  you  this 
invitation? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  did  not  claim  to  represent  any  association,  but,  as 
I  recall,  wrote  in  the  name  of  a  small  self-constituted  committee  of 
invitation  to  bring  about  a  national  convention  for  the  creation  of  a 

6ermanent  tariff  commission.  I  may  add  that  I  never  knew  of  Mr. 
Liesenberg  being  connected  with  any  association. 

Senator  Cummins.  Is  not  the  record  pretty  clear  as  to  who  Riesen- 
berg was  and  what  he  was  doing? 

Senator  Reed.  My  recollection  about  it  is  dim.  Perhaps  you  can 
refresh  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  can  give  you  my  recollection  of  it  if  you  want  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  Riesenberg  was  a  citizen  of  Indianapolis,  and 
there  was  a  committee  of  which  he  was  secretary.  Perhaps  he  called 
the  committee  together.  At  any  rate,  he  became  secretary  of  the 
committee  in  some  fashion  or  other,  and  he  issued  the  invitations  for 
a  meeting. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  yes;  I  remember.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  got  it  up, 
and  Mr.  Riesenberg  issued  the  invitations.  I  was  interested  in  trac- 
ing the  source  or  origin  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  Senator  Cummins  is  mistaken  so  far  as  the 
record  is  concerned.    My  understanding  of  the  record  is  that  it  appears 
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that  Mr.  Riesenberg,  a  citizen  of  Indianapolis,  inspired  by  some  one- 


it  does  not  appear  in  the  record  who  it  was — issued  a  call  for  this 
convention,  and  it  seems  that  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York 
got  one  of  those  calls.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  in  the  record 
to  indicate  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  prompted  Mr.  Riesenberg.  I  may 
be  mistaken  about  that,  but  I  thmk  that  is  the  fact. 

Senator  Cummins.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  called  a 
meeting  of  some  sort  of  a  committee,  and  they  wanted  to  have  a  con- 
vention at  Indianapolis  to  further  the  Cause  of  the  tariff  commission, 
and  as  I  recall  it,  then  Mr.  Riesenberg  came  in.  First  some  kind  of 
an  organization  was  effected  there,  and  then  Mr.  Riesenberg  came  in 
and  issued  the  invitations. 

Senator  Walsh.  After  going  through  the  whole  matter,  Mr.  Emery 
told  us  that  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  was  an  out- 
growth of  the  efforts  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  in 
the  same  way  that  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  was.  It 
grew  out  of  discussions  occurring  in  their  annual  meetings;  and  while 
the  sentiment  pervaded  the  country  generally,  it  was  given  form  by 
the  discussions  in  the  meetings  of  tne  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers, and  was  expressed  through  letters  issued  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave, 
the  meeting  at  Indianapolis  being  directly  traceable  to  the  efforts  of 
Mr.  Van  Cleave,  representing  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers. But  the  actual  call  was  issued  by  Mr.  Riesenberg.  I  think 
you  are  correct  in  saying  that  it  has  not  thus  far  appeared  just  who 
inspired  Mr.  Riesenberg. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me,  Senator  Walsh,  I  could  not  have  testified 
that  Mr.  Riesenberg  sent  out  the  call.     I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  did  not  say  you  did.  I  said  the  record  showed 
that. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mv  recollection  is  that  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  had  a  prominent  part  in  bringing  it  about;  that  it  took 
a  prominent  part  in  the  calling  of  the  convention. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Riesenberg  was  secretary  of  some  com- 
mittee that  brought  together  that  convention. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  was 
interested  from  the  start;  there  was  no  doubt  about  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  myself  was  interested  in  the  matter.  I  sup- 
posed it  was  agreed  all  along  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  had  brougnt 
together  a  cert  am  number  of  men  of  that  mind. 

The  Chairman.  This  shows  it  [referring  to  volume  of  letters]. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  they  met,  ana  some  way  or  other  Mr. 
Riesenberg  became  the  spokesman  for  that  preliminary  meeting,  and 
issued  the  invitations  for  the  tariff-commission  convention. 

Mr.  Towne.  May  I  testify  briefly  as  to  my  knowledge  about  what 
you  are  discussing,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief?  Mr. 
Riesenberg  was  acting  for  himself,  not  inspired  by  any  existing 
organization,  unless  possibly  some  little  voluntary  group  of  citizens 
in  Indianapolis,  which  I  never  even  heard  of.  I  have  never  to  this 
minute  heard  anything  implying  that  the  suggestion  which  was  issued 
by  him  for  the  convention  was  mitiated  or  proposed  by  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers.  My  own  belief  is  that  they  came  into 
it  afterwards,  when  the  proposition  was  put  forward  to  hold  a  con- 
vention.    Speaking  in  reference  to  the  Merchants1  Association  of  New 
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York,  our  hesitancy  to  respond  to  that  first  invitation  to  attend  the 
convention  arose  from  our  doubt  as  to  who  Riesenberg  was  and 
whether  the  real  purpose  of  the  convention  was  as  stated  in  the 
invitation  sent  out. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  the  following: 

(2429.) 

(Copy  to  Mr.  Miles,  Col.  Mulhall,  and  Mr.  Boudinot.) 

The  National  Tariff  Commission  Convention*, 

Indianapolis,  Jan.  SO,  1909. 
Mr.  Ferdinand  C.  Schwedtman. 

St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Dear  Sir:  We  have  only  four  hundred  and  fifty  of  the  first  Tart  letter  on  hand,  tai 
as  we  are  using  them  daily  to  send  to  delegates,  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  spare  you  any; 
the  second  letter  will  be  ready  Monday,  and  I  will  at  once  have  five  hundred  mailed 
you,  and  I  hope  you  can  make  out  with  these;  we  could,  of  course,  have  some  more 
"struck  off"  but  it  would  delay  matters  for  you,  I  fancy;  but  let  me  know. 

Senator  Cummins  wires  that  he  may  not  be  able  to  come.  Mr.  Strauss  writes  prac- 
tically the  same  thing.  As  you  know,  both  gentlemen  had  accepted  invitations  to 
speak.  Have  sent  both  letter  and  telegram  to  Senator  Beveridge,  but  would  advise 
tnat  you  use  whatever  influence  you  have  with  both  men  to  try  to  change  their  mindi. 
We  would  very  much  like  to  have  them  attend  and  speak,  especially  in  view  of  their 
views  and  the  prominence  of  their  positions. 

Mr.  Colby,  of  Now  Jersey,  whom  Senator  Beveridge  had  secured,  also  wrote  in  that 
a  lawsuit  in  which  he  was  interested  had  been  set  for  that  week,  and  that  would  prevent 
him  from  taking  a  place  on  the  program,  very  much  to  his  regret. 
Sincerely,  yours, 

(Signed)  Henry  Riesenberg. 

P.  S— What  do  you  think  of  the  new  letterheads?  We  will  send  out  5,000  of  theee 
to  organizations  and  to  delegates  already  appointed.  Will  send  you  a  specimen 
letter  next  week. 

R. 

Mr.  McCarter.  From  whom  is  that  letter,  Senator  ? 

The  Chairman.  That  is  from  Riesenberg  to  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  think  it  is  of  the  least  importance, 
but  it  was  not  a  mere  local  enterprise  gotten  up  in  Indianapolis. 
I  know  that  very  well,  because  I  have  been  in  the  tariff  commission 
fight  from  the  very  beginning. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  reasonably  to  be  inferred  from 
this  that  Riesenberg  was  acting  upon  a  suggestion  of,  and  in  concert 
with,  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I  never  heard  that 
suggestion  until  the  question  came  up-  but  I  know  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  a  movement  throughout  tne  country  for  this  conven- 
tion, before  Mr.  Riesenberg  appeared  in  it  at  all. 

Senator  Reed.  This  brings  back  to  my  recollection,  I  think  cor- 
rectly, and  as  I  recall  it  the  letters  here  show  very  clearly — Senator 
Cummins  is  right — that  this  committee  in  Indianapolis  was  gotten 
together  through  the  efforts  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man; that  the  plan  before  that  had  been  in  their  minds,  and  they 
used  Mr.  Riesenberg  merely  as  the  local  man.  But  that  can  be 
ascertained  hereafter.  I  sneak  of  it  now  only  because  of  the  witness's 
testimony.     We  can  find  tnose  letters. 
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The  Chairman.  I  read  the  following  letter: 

(2417.) 

(Copy  to  New  York  office,  Mr.  Emery,  Mr.  Miles,  and  Colonel  Mulhall.) 

January  29,  1909. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Riesenberg:  Please  note  that  our  Saint  Louis  papers  speak  more 
sensibly  and  understanding^  about  the  tariff  commission  convention  than  the  papers 
of  many  other  cities,  all  of  which  proves  that  we  must  keep  in  as  close  touch  with  the 
papers  elsewhere  as  we  do  here  in  Saint  Louis. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Ferd  C.  Schwedtman? 

Secretary  to  the  President. 
Mr.  Henry  Riesenberg, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  remember  something  about  the  Indianapolis 
convention,  because  I  expected  to  make  a  speech  there,  and  would 
have  done  so  had  my  duties  here  permitted. 

Senator  Reed.  Passing  from  this  subject  for  the  present,  in  any 
event  you  got  an  invitation,  signed  by  Riesenberg,  for  your  association 
to  participate,  and  you  went  there  and  took  with  you,  as  representing 

?our  association,  certain  other  men.     I  have  forgotten  who  they  were. 
Till  you  kindly  give  me  their  names  again  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Mr.  Metz,  Mr.  Downing,  and  Mr.  Mead. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  Mr.  Metz^  business  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  was  a  manufacturer  and  importer  of  chemicals. 
He  has  been  the  comptroller  of  the  city  of  New  York  under  the 
Democratic  administration.  H6  is  at  present  a  Member  of  Congress 
from  Brooklyn,  elected  as  a  Democrat. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  any  of  his  associations,  or  companies  with 
which  he  was  connected,  members  of  the  National  Council  for  Indus- 
trial Defense  or  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  the  next  man  you  mentioned  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Mr.  Downing. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  the  same  question  as  to  him.  Were 
any  of  the  companies  or  concerns  with  which  he  was  connected  mem- 
bers of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  or  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  his  companies  were  ? 

Mr.  Towne  (continuing) .  I  am  quite  sure  that  they  were  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  his  business  was  i 

Mr.  Towne.  His  business  was  that  of  managing  what  is  called  the 
European  Express,  conducting  an  express  business  between  Europe 
and  this  country. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  yet  another  man,  or  was  that  all? 

Mr.  Towne.  Mr.  Mead  was  secretary  of  the  Merchants'  Association 
of  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  Going  back  to  the  objects  of  your  association  in 
regard  to  matters  of  national  legislation,  I  wanted  to  ask  you  this,  if 
in  addition  to  the  ship-subsidy  Dill  you  were  not  also  interested,  or 
had  not  also  taken  an  interest,  in  what  was  known  as  the  antipilotage 
bill,  and  seamen's  bills  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  to  my  knowledge;  but  again  I  say  that  Mr.  Mead 
can  testify  on  that  mucn  more  fully  than  I,  as  he  conducted  all  o\ix 
office  work  and  kept  our  records. 
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If  you  will  pardon  me,  I  may  say,  Senator,  as  to  our  proceedings, 
that  we  have  always  made  a  publication  in  some  form,  informing  our 
members  and  the  public  of  what  we  are  doing. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  in  my  questions  attributing  any  bad 
motives  to  you.     I  am  simply  trying  to  get  the  facts. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  assumed  that;  out  I  wanted  you  to  know  that  we 
are  a  public  body,  and  aim  to  give  complete  publicity  to  everything 
we  do. 

Senator  Reed.  The  permanent  officers  selected  by  this  association — 
which  you  called  what  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  National  Tariff  Commission  Association — were 
J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  president;  that  is  correct,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes.  I  might,  if  I  ignore  personal  matters,  say  that 
the  convention  elected  me  as  president,  and  I  was  on  the  platform  at 
the  time  and  at  once  explained  that  my  duties  as  president  of  the 
Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  were  so  arduous  that  I  could  not 
undertake  this  other  work,  and  therefore  must  decline;  and  thereupon 
I  nominated  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  he  was  elected. 

Senator  Reed.  I  just  wanted  to  get  the  bare  fact. 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  elected  president  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  He  was  at  that  time  president  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  and  also  president  of  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  say  that  he  was  not  the  first  choice  of  the  conven- 
tion; that  is  what  I  wanted  to  bring  out. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  asking  you  that;  I  am  asking  you  what 
was  done. 

There  was  elected,  as  chairman  of  the  executive  committee,  Mr. 
H.  E.  Miles,  of  Racine,  Wis.  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  was  a  member  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  was. 

Senator  Reed.  And  his  concern,  or  the  business  institution  with 
which  he  was  connected,  was  a  member  of  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  The  convention  elected  Mr.  John  Kirby,  jr.,  of 
Dayton,  Ohio,  as  treasurer,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  did. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Mr.  Kirby  was  a  member  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  was. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  also  a  member  of  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense,  or  his  business  institution  was  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said,  I  believe,  that  there  was  a  general  com- 
mittee of  one  hundred,  and  an  executive  committee,  I  think  you  said 
of  fifteen? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  my  recollection. 
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Senator  Reed.  Just  for  the  purpose  of  refreshing  your  recollec- 
tion, I  call  your  attention  to  tne  fact  that  in  this  little  pamphlet 
there  is  contained  the  following  statement: 

The  convention  also  adopted  a  resolution  for  the  creation  of  a  permanent  organiza- 
tion in  the  form  of  a  "general  committee/'  consisting  of  100  members,  to  be  appointed 
by  the  president,  at  least  2  members  to  be  appointed  from  each  State  of  the  Union, 
and  an  executive  committee  of  10  members,  also  to  be  appointed  by  the  president, 
of  which  he  shall  ex  officio  be  a  member. 

It  says  10  members  instead  of  15. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  stand  corrected. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that,  as  this  matter  finally  worked  out,  Mr. 
Kirby,  being  elected  president,  had  the  authority  to  appoint 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Reed.  I  mean  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  being  elected  president, 
had  the  authority  to  appoint  a  committee  of  100,  and  also  the  author- 
ity to  appoint  the  executive  committee  of  10  members;  that  is  right  t 

Mr.  Towne.  It  is. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  who  composed  the  executive 
committee  of  10? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  think  it  is  substantially  the  same  now  that  it  was 
originally.     There  have  been  perhaps  two  or  three  changes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  your  letterhead  of  that  date.  Perhaps  that 
will  refresh  your  recollection. 

Mr.  T6wne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles  of  Wisconsin  was  the  chairman,  and 
we  have  already  covered  him  in  my  examination.  Mr.  Towne — that 
was  yourself — it  is  stated  here  was  the  treasurer,  although  Mr.  Kirby 
was  at  the  time  elected  treasurer,  according  to  this  book. 

Mr.  Towne.  Mr.  Kirby  declined,  and  I  was  elected  in  his  place. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Alba  B.  Johnson,  of  Philadelphia,  was  a  mem- 
ber? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  his  concern  or  firm,  with  which  he  was 
connected  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  was  president  of  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  that  concern  was  a  member 
of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  comes  Mr.  John  Kirby,  jr.,  we  have  covered 
him. 

Next  comes  Mr.  Charles  M.  Jarvis  of  New  Britain,  Conn.  With 
what  corporation  was  he  connected? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  American  Hardware  Corporation. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  that  corporation  was  a  mem- 
ber of  either  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  or  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  know  that  it  is  a  member  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers.     I  do  not  know  as  to  the  other. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  D.  A.  Tompkins,  of  Charlotte,  N.  C. 
What  was  his  business,  or  with  what  firm  was  he  connected  ? 
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Mr.  Towne.  He  was  engaged,  I  think,  in  the  cotton  industry  of 
that  section,  but  I  do  not  know  the  name  of  his  company. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  not  engaged  in  growing  cotton,  but  in  its 
manufacture  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  In  the  manufacturing  of  cotton,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  his  company  a  member  of  the  National  Asso 
ciation  of  Manufacturers,  or  ol  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have  no  knowledge  as  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  W.  A.  Harris,  of  Lawrence,  Kans.,  comes  next. 

Mr.  Towne.  He  was  an  ex-Senator  of  the  United  States. 

Senator  Reed.  Going  back  to  Mr.  Tompkins,  he  was  at  one  time  vice 
president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  was  he  not, 
and  prominent  in  that  organization  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  ? 
'  Mr.  Towne.  I  have  never  taken  any  active  part  in  the  doings  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Curtis  Guild,  jr.,  of  Boston,  is  next.  What  was 
his  business  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  was  an  ex-governor  of  Massachusetts. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  in  any  business  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  was  the  publisher  of  one  of  the  leading  trade 
journals. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  either  he  or  that  cojnpany 
that  published  that  journal  was  a  member  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  or  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense! 

Mr.  Towne.  I  think  not.  Mr.  Guild  is  now  ambassador  of  the 
United  States  to  the  Court  of  Russia. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  talking  about  his  business.  I  am  asking  if  he 
was  personally  a  member,  or  nis  business  concerns  were  members,  of 
either  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  or  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  However,  ho  was  close  enough  in  politics  to  the 
administration  so  that  ho  was  made  minister  to  Russia? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Well, 

Senator  Cummins.  That  was  a  long  time  afterwards. 

Senator  Reed.  By  whom  was  he  appointed  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  By  President  Taft. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  we  know  about  Mr.  Van  Cleave.  How 
about  Mr.  Goetzmann  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  Mr.  Goetzmann,  of  Chicago.  He  was,  if  I 
recall  correctly,  the  editor,  or  some  other  officer,  of  an  agricultural 
journal  or  agricultural  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  lie  a  member,  or  wore  any  of  his  business  con- 
cerns members,  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  or  of 
the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  should  imagine  not.  I  doubt  if  they  would  be 
eligible. 

Senator  Reed.  I  come  to  the  last  name — and  I  am  glad  that  I  am 
through — thtit  of  Henry  Harrison  Lewis,  executive  secretary.     Who 
was  he  ? 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3959 

Mr.  Towne.  Mr.  Lewis,  as  I  recollect — I  can  not  answer  that 
question.     Mr.  Mead  may  be  able  to  answer  it. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  editor  of  American  Industries,  I  believe, 
and  that  was  a  concern  that  was  supported  by  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers,  and  he  was  really  one  of  their  employees; 
was  not  that  the  case  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  If  he  is  the  man  I  think,  that  would  be  true. 

Senator  Reed.  When  this  committee  of  one  hundred  was  appointed, 
and  the  committee  of  ten — which  I  suppose  were  really  the  active  body 
in  managing  the  affairs 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Were  appointed  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave, 
you  then  came  to  the  question  of  raising  money.  As  to  what  the 
association  did  down  there,  its  resolution,  I  believe,  has  been  intro- 
duced here  in  evidence.  It  started  in  to  promote  the  tariff  campaign, 
did  it? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  was  organized,  and  attempted  to  enlighten  the 
public  on  the  needs  and  the  utility  of  a  permanent  nonpartisan 
technical  commission  to  gather  facts  for  the  information  and  guidance 
of  Congress  in  framing  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Now,  not  to  be  at  all  short,  you  could  have 
answered  my  question  by  saying  yes.  I  asked  you  if  it  started  in  to 
promote  a  tariff  commission,  and  that  is  what  it  did  do,  did  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  To  promote  the  tariff  commission  idea,  would  be  a 
complete  statement. 

Senator  Reed.  And  they  were  appealing  to  the  public,  as  I  under- 
stand it  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  To  the  public,  and  especially  to  Members  of  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  yes;  so  that  your  object,  then,  was  to  promote 
the  idea  of  a  tariff  commission,  not  only  with  the  public  but  with 
Members  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  you  did  not  need  a  lawyer  in  Washington 
especially  to  promote  this  idea  with  the  public.  You  wanted  him  here 
to  promote  legislation,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  wanted  nim  here,  as  I  understood  at  the  time,  to 
assist  in  bringing  an  intelligent  understanding  of  our  purpose  and 
motives  effectively  to  the  notice  of  the  public,  and  especially  to  the 
notice  of  Members  of  Congress,  by  whom  only  could  legislation  be 
passed. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  not  know  that  at  that  time  such  distin- 
guished Members  of  the  Senate  as  Senator  Cummins  of  Iowa  and  Sena- 
tor Beveridge  of  Indiana,  and  Senator  La  Follette  of  Wisconsin  and 
others,  were  actively  advocating  a  tariff  commission,  and  doing  it  with 
great  force  and  intelligence  and  persistence?  You  knew  that,  did 
you  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Most  assuredly  we  did,  and  we  had  their  encourage- 
ment to  cooperate  with  them. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  ever  have  Senator  Cummins's  encourage- 
ment to  employ  a  lawyer  here  to  lobby  among  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress, and  assist  him  by  lobby  methods  ?  I  hardly  think  you  will  say 
that. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  He  has  not  said  it. 

Mr.  Towxe.  .is  I  had  no  personal  direction  of  that  work,  I  am 
unable  to  say  either  yes  or  no;  but  I  wish  to  supplement  that  by  the 
statement  that  I  conceive  it  to  be  the  privilege — tne  absolute,  unques- 
tioned right — of  any  citizen  to  appear,  personally  or  by  a  proper  repre- 
sentative, to  present  his  opinions  upon  pending  public  questions  to 
Members  of  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  Undoubtedly.  I  am  not  talking  about  that;  but 
I  am  talking  about  whether  you  meant  by  your  answer  to  convey  to 
me  the  idea  that  you  had  the  cooperation  of  Senator  Cummins  in 
the  matter  of  selecting  Mr.  Watson  or  anybody  eke  to  act  in  Wash- 
ington as  a  legislative  agent,  or  by  any  other  name  by  which  you 
choose  to  describe  his  activities. 

Mr.  Towxe.  I  did  not  make  any  such  statement. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  mean  that.    I  thought  not. 

Mr.  Towxe.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  You  also  knew  that  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives there  were  various  men  of  ability  and  standing  who  with  intelli- 
gence and  force  were  urging  the  desirability  of  appointing  a  tariff 
commission,  didyou  not? 

Mr.  Towxe.  We  did,  and  we  desired  to  cooperate  with  them. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  should  like  to  know  who  those  men  are  or 
were. 

Mr.  Towxe.  My  memory  will  not  serve  me  to  answer  that  question. 
At  that  time  I  had  no  active  part  in  the  work  that  was  being  done 
here  in  Washington,  and  although  I  knew  of  its  general  character 
and  purpose,  I  aid  not  actively  participate  in  it  and  therefore  I  am 
not  able  to  give  names;  but  I  do  know  that  it  is  generally  true. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  asked  that  question  because  those  in  the 
Senate  who  were  advocating  a  tariff  commission  at  that  time  believed 
that  every  prominent  Republican  in  the  House  was  against  a  tariff 
commission. 

Mr.  Towxe.  My  recollection  is  that  that  is  not  quite  the  fact.  I 
think  there  were  some  Republicans  who  were  already  converted  to 
the  idea. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  there  were  some;  but  you  were  referring 
to  the  prominent  ones.  I  did  not  know  of  a  single  prominent  Re- 
publican in  the  House,  in  1909,  who  was  in  favor  01  a  tariff  com- 
mission. 

Mr.  Towne.  That  may  be  true,  because  we  had  not  then  begun 
to  do  our  work.  Our  work  has  been  so  effective  in  the  last  tour 
years  that  the  statement  would  not  hold  good  to-day  as  to  either 
party. 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  we  pass  that,  Mr.  Towne,  I  suppose  that 
in  these  various  legislative  activities  in  which  you  were  engaged  in 
one  way  or  another,  you  became  more  or  less  acquainted  with  the 
views  of  Members  of  Congress  here,  generally. 

Mr.  Towne.  We  did,  on  this  subject. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  you  nad  taken  pains  to  apprise  yourself 
of  the  friends  the  movement  might  have  in  both  Houses  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  And  in  both  parties. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  in  both  parties.  Prior  to  the  time  of  the 
employment  of  Mr.  Watson,  had  you  learned  what  his  own  views 
were  in  relation  to  this  particular  dt&tu&l  ot\&Q&\fttiaut 
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Mr.  Towne.  I  had  not,  personally. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  know  whether  Mr.  Watson  was 
really  honestly  in  favor  of  and  believed  in  a  tariff  commission  or  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have  no  knowledge  one  way  or  the  other. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  you  had  none  then? 

Mr.  Towne.  No;  and  1  had  no  part  in  the  employment  of  Mr. 
Watson. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  knew,  however,  that  Mr.  Watson  was 
regarded  as  part  of  the  Republican  organization  which,  immediately 
prior  to  his  retirement,  controlled  the  activities  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  knew  that  he  was  a  Republican  Representative. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  understand  that  he  was  what  was 
then  known  as  an  insurgent? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  never  heard  the  term,  even. 

Senator  Walsh.  Never  heard  what  term  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Surgeon. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  said  "insurgent." 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  I  do  not  think  I  ever  knew  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  understood,  did  you  not,  as  the  public  gen- 
erally did,  that  he  was  part  and  parcel  of  the  organization  against 
which  the  insurgents  on  the  Republican  side  of  the  House  had  been 
contending  from  time  to  time. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  doubt  if  I  knew  it  then;  but  if  so,  I  have  certainly 
forgotten  it.  Let  me  say  once  more  that  I  had  no  part  in  the  negotia- 
tions with  Mr.  Watson,  and  can  not  testify  as  to  wnat  happened. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  understand  that  Mr.  Watson  was  gen- 
erally regarded  and  understood  to  be  closely  associated,  in  the  activi- 
ties of  the  House,  with  Speaker  Cannon,  for  instance,  and  Mr.  Payne 
and  Mr.  Dalzell,  and  those  gentlemen  who  were  then  regarded  as  the 
leaders  in  the  House  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  had  no  personal  knowledge. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  nad  no  personal  knowledge  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No. 

Senator  Walsh.  Likewise,  did  you  understand  that  these  associates 
of  Mr.  Watson  were  favoring  the  idea  of  a  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  did  not  know  at  that  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  Upon  what  kind  of  a  recommendation  did  you,  as 
one  of  the  committee,  think  of  employing  Mr.  Watson  to  promote 
this  idea? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  question  of  employing  anyone  to  work  for  the 
association  here  in  Washington  was  referred  to  a  subcommittee,  of 
which  Mr.  Miles  was  the  chairman.  I  was  not  on  that  committee, 
took  no  part  in  its  work,  and  have  no  knowledge  of  these  matterti 
that  your  question  relates  to,  except  that  Mr.  Mues  finally  informed 
me  that  Mr.  Watson  had  been  employed,  and  that  the  amount  to  be 
paid  to  him  was  $250  a  week. 

Senator  Walsh.  Who  else  was  on  that  committee  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  His  informing  me  of  that  fact  was  because  I  was 
treasurer. 

Senator  Walsh.  Who  else  was  on  that  committee  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  committee  was  appointed  by  your  subcom- 
mittee of  10. 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  my  recollection. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  suppose  you  have  a  record  of  the  proceedings  of 
that  body  with  respect  to  so  important  a  matter. 

Mr.  Towke.  Unfortunately,  we  have  not.  I  have  tried  in  vain  to 
reach  Mr.  Goetzmann,  who  is  referred  to  there,  who  acted  as  secretary 
during  the  first  few  weeks.  If  any  records  exist,  he  has  them.  We 
have  no  trace  of  them,  and  have  been  unable  to  locate  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  you  have  no  recollection  whatever  of 
any  suggestion  coming  to  you,  as  to  the  peculiar  fitness  of  Mr.  Watson 
to  advance  the  tariff  commission  idea  m  such  a  way  as  to  make  it 
inviting  to  the  public,  and  particularly  to  Members  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Towke.  Only  this,  that  Mr.  Miles,  in  telling  me  that  the  sub- 
committee had  decided  to  retain  Mr.  Watson,  gave  me  clearly  the 
impression  that  the  committee  was  satisfied  that  he  would  be  a  use 
ful  and  effective  agent  for  that  purpose,  and  especially  for  the  outside 
wojk,  because  he  was  an  effective  speaker,  and  we  were  then  planning 
to  have  him  make  addresses  in  various  cities  in  different  parts  of  the 
country  in  order  to  present  our  idea  of  the  movement  for  a  permanent 
tariff  commission;  and  that  by  reason  of  his  service  in  Congress  he 
would  be  particularly  helpful  in  presenting  our  views  and  wishes, 
and  in  urging  them  on  Members  of  Congress  who  were  then  in  office. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  just  merely  told  you  that  he  would  be  effective 
and  helpful,  without  telling  you  why  he  would  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  never  tolcl  me  anything.  I  never  had  10  minutes 
talk  with  him  in  my  life. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  speaking  of  Mr.  Miles. 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  that  he  and  the  others  serving  on  that  sub- 
committee  

Senator  Walsh.  Considered  or  concluded  that  Mr.  Watson  would  be 
effective  and  helpful  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  he  never  explained  to  you  why  or  in  what  way 
Mr.  Watson  would  be  helpful,  or  what  particular  fitness  he  had  f 

Mr.  Towne.  He  may  nave  mentioned  that  passingly,  in  telling 
me  the  fact  that  they  had  retained  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  followed  this  matter  ever  since  that 
time,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have,  very  closely. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  you  have  followed  the  career  of  Mr.  Wat- 
son, I  suppose,  as  well. 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  I  had  forgotten  all  about  him  until  this  dis- 
cuasion  came  up. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Miles  tell  you  he  was  the  whip  of  the 
House— that  he  had  been  the  whip  of  the  House? 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  that  I  recall. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  that  he  had  been  the  whip  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  I  do  not  recall  even  that.  I  may  have  known  it 
at  the  time.     You  see,  I  have  had  practically  nothing  to  do  with  this. 

Senator  Cummins.  When  I  made  the  remark  I  did  a  few  moments 
ago,  I  did  not  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  there  were  not 
strong  Republicans  in  the  House  who  were  in  favor  of  the  tariff  com- 
mission, but  what  I  meant  to  say,  and  what  I  think  I  did  say,  was 
that  the  leading  Republicans,  those  who  really  did  the  business  in 
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the  House,  were  not — nor  were  any  of  them,  so  far  as  I  know — in  favor 
of  a  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  idea  of  employing  Mr.  Watson  to  advocate 
a  tariff  commission  seems  to  me  utterly  incongruous,  but  of  course 
there  may  be  some  reason  for  it  that  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand  the  witness  to  say  that  he  himself 

Senator  Cummins.  If  you  should  ask  those  who  have  been  leaders 
of  the  House,  you  might  be  able  to  obtain  information. 

Mr.  Towne.  If  I  may  answer  the  Senator's  implied  question,  the 
case  seems  perfectly  clear  to  me. 

We  had  just  organized  for  our  work.  A  special  session  of  Congress 
was  just  about  to  be  held.  There  was  to  be  a  new  tariff  bill  passed. 
That  was  why  the  session  was  called.  We  were  hopeful  that  m  con- 
nection with  "the  new  tariff  bill  we  could  secure  the  legislation  tl^at 
we  were  working  for,  to  create  a  permanent  tariff  commission,^* 
though  in  the  resolution  which  I  have  already  read  into  the  recordfwe 
expressed  our  belief  that  Congress  should  first  pass  a  new  tariff  bill, 
and  then  pass  the  tariff  commission  bill;  and,  needing  some  one  to 
follow  up  the  work  here  in  Washington,  Mr.  Watson  was  presented 
as  a  capable  man,  certainly  experienced  in  legislative  work  in  the 
Capitol.     His  term  was  closed,  and  he  was  employed  for  that  pur- 

})ose;  although  I  recall  distinctly  that  one  of  the  purposes  we  sought 
lim  for  was  to  make  public  adclresses. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understood  that,  but  the  thing  that  would  occur 
to  me  is  that  naturally  you  would  seek  to  employ,  for  the  purpose  of 
convincing  the  public,  and  particularly  Members  of  Congress,  a  man 
who  himself  was  imbued  with  the  idea  that  you  were  endeavoring 
to  instill,  and  who  himself  had,  by  his  previous  record,  shown  his 
attachment  to  that  idea. 

Mr.  Towne.  That  would  be  a  natural  thought. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  I  was  desirous  of  inquiring  whether  you  un- 
derstood that  Mr.  Watson  was  thus  equipped  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  did  not  know  what  Mr.  Watson's  views 
were  upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Does  it  appear,  Senator  Walsh,  what  the  views 
of  Mr.  Watson  were  on  the  subject  of  a  tariff  commission? 

Senator  Walsh.  No  ;  that  is  the  point  I  am  making,  that  nothing 
appears  from  his  public  record  to  which  our  attention  has  been  in- 
vited, which  would  seem  naturally  to  suggest  his  employment  ifi 
that  matter. 

Mr.  Towne.  Mr.  Miles  will  be  able  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Reed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  did  you  not  hear  it  talked  that 
Mr.  Watson  was  very  close — I  do  not  use  the  term  offensively,  but  I 
use  it  because  it  conveys  the  idea — that  Mr.  Watson  was  very  close 
to  the  Cannon  machine  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  heard  nothing  on  that  score. 

Senator  Reed.  That  never  was  disclosed  to  you  ! 

Mr.  Towne.  All  that  I  knew  of  it,  Senator,  was  probably  conveyed 
in  a  five-minute  talk. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  expect  Mr.  Watson  to  do  here  in 
Washington  ?    Did  you  expect  him  to  talk  to  Members  of  Congress  1 
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Mr.  Towne.  Again  I  will  say  that  I  had  no  voice  in  the  control  or 
direction  of  Mr.  Watson.  That  was  committed  to  other  members  of 
our  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  were  a  member  of  this  executive  committee 
of  ten  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  were  paying  out  this  money;  and  it  would 
seem  to  mo,  you  being  the  second  man  on  the  committee,  and  you 
being  named  as  its  treasurer,  that  a  man  of  your  experience  and 
evident  business  capacity,  before  you  hired  a  man,  picking  him  out 
of  the  90,000,000  people  of  the  United  States  for  a  particular  work, 
would  want  to  know  something  about  what  that  man  was  going  to  do. 

Mr.  Towne.  Undoubtedly  our  organization  had  that  information, 
but  the  gathering  of  it  was  committed  to  a  special  subcommittee  of 
which  I  was  not  a  member,  and  therefore  I  have  no  personal  knowl- 
edge of  it,  and  I  had  entire  confidence  in  the  soundness  of  the  judg- 
ment of  the  members  of  the  subcommittee-  but  I  did  ha  ve,  as  I  said 
before,  a  very  clear  understanding  of  what  Mr.  Watson  was  employed 
•  to  do  in  a  general  way. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  employed  at  $250  a  week? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  was  the  agreement,  for  a  temporary  term  of 
service. 

Senator  Reed.  An  indefinite  term,  or  was  it  a  short  term  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  it  was  expected  to  last  not  longer  than  the  special 
session  of  Congress,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  did  not  last  more  than 
half  through  that  session. 

Senator  Keed.  Then  his  ability  as  a  public  speaker,  as  a  molder  of 
public  thought,  was  expected  to  terminate  as  soon  as  Congress  had 
adjourned,  and  his  employment  upon  the  public  platform  would  ter- 
minate at  that  time,  would  it? 

Mr.  Towne.  If  we  had  been  successful  in  getting  the  desired  legisla- 
tion in  that  session,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  But  if  you  did  not,  of  course  you  were  going  to  quit 
and  not  go  any  further. 

Mr.  Towne.  In  our  efforts  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Towne.  Oh,  no,  we  have  kept  up  that  effort  from  that  day  to 
this. 

Senator  Reed.  If  any  considerable  or  important  part  of  his  em- 
ployment was  to  mold  public  opinion,  I  want  to  know  why  his 
services  were  to  be  discontinued  at  the  end  of  that  Congress,  whether 
you  had  won  or  lost  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  There  was  no  agreement  as  to  how  long  that  should 
continue.  It  was  a  subject  of  mutual  agreement,  but  we  could  not 
have  expected  permanently  to  employ  anyone  at  that  rate  of  salary 
at  that  time,  because  our  funds  were  not  adequate. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  speedily  got  funds? 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  to  permit  of  any  such  expenditure  as  that. 

Senator  Reed.  $250  a  week  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Why,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
subscribed  $1,000.     That  would  keep  him  four  weeks. 

Mr.  Towne.  That  would  have  been  at  the  rate  of  $12,000  a  year, 
and  the  statement  I  have  already  mwi*  *Wh*  that  we  spent  on  an 
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average  less  than  $9,000  a  year  during  the  four  years  that  the  asso- 
ciation existed. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  you  this  question.  You  perhaps  can 
not  answer  for  others,  but  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  yourself  did  not 
employ  Mr.  Watson  because  he  was  supposed  to  nave  influence  down 
here  in  Washington,  with  the  administration,  if  that  is  not  the  reason 

}rou  picked  him  out  of  all  the  people  in  the  United  States,  and  all  the 
awyers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  My  answer  is  that  unless  wTe  had  thought  he  had  the 
ability  to  influence  the  sentiment  of  Members  of  Congress,  we  would 
have  Deon  very  foolish  to  have  employed  him,  or  anyone. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  speak  now  of  the  native,  natural  ability  of 
the  man,  or  do  you  mean  to  incorporate  into  your  idea  of  ability  his 
environment  and  circumstances,  and  the  relationship  which  lie  had 
sustained  with  Members  of  Congress  ?     You  do  mean  that,  do  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  mean  this,  that  for  the  kind  of  work  we  had  in  view 
we  needed  particularly  a  man  of  native  ability,  as  you  put  it,  but 
also  a  man  having  the  kind  of  experience  that  you,  for  example, 
Mr.  Senator,  would  have  if  your  term  of  office  had  expired,  and  you 
were  open  to  engagement  of  a  professional  character;  that  your  expe- 
rience in  Congress  would  help  you  to  do  the  kind  of  work  that  we 
wanted  to  do  better  than  a  man  who  had  had  no  such  experience. 

Senator  Reed.  And  included  in  that  do  you  embrace  the  idea  of 
acquaintanceship  and  influence  with  Members  ? 

Mr.  TowrNE.  Of  acquaintanceship,  surely.  That  was  a  very  useful 
factor. 

Senator  Reed.  And  influence,  of  course  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Influence,  in  the  right  sense  of  the  word,  yes;  influence 
that  comes  from  character  and  understanding  and  ability. 

Senator  Reed.  And  acquaintanceship  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  And  acquaintanceship. 

Senator  Reed.  And  political  pull  t 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  I  should  not  say  that,  because  from  the  very  begin- 
ning of  our  work  we  recognized  the  movement  for  a  permanent  tariff 
commission  as  essentially  a  nonpartisan  movement.  We  recognized 
the  fact  that  in  order  to  be  successful  it  must  command  the  approval 
and  the  support  of  both  political  parties,  and  our  work  has  been  done 
equally  with  Members  on  both  siaes  of  the  House  and  Senate. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  did  not  get  Mr.  Watson  for  his  influence 
with  the  Democrats  or  the  insurgents,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  How  could  a  strong  man  have  equal  influence  or  equal 
standing  with  both  parties  ? 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  get  him  to  influence  the  insurgents 
or  Democrats  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  wanted  him  to  influence  all  of  them. 

Senator  Reed.  You  got  a  man  who  had  been  known  as  Mr.  Can- 
non's right-hand  man,  who  had  been  ardently  supported  by  the  admin- 
istration in  his  race  for  governor — and  when  I  say  the  administration 
I  mean  Cannon  and  his  associates  more  than  the  President — almost 
as  ardently  supported  by  them  as  he  had  been  by  the  Manufacturers' 
Association,  and  you  got  him,  did  you  not,  because  you  thought  he 
could  exercise  an  especial  influence  with  what  was  known  as  t.Ko 
Cannon  machine  ? 

Mr.  McCabter.  I  submit  that  that  is  hardly  *  ^wj«t  qgasaAnfe. 
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Mr.  Towne.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  about  the  question. 

Senator  Reed.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  agreed 
to  pay  a  thousand  dollars.  Do  you  know  when  the  first  money  was 
actually  paid  to  Mr.  Watson  by  Mr.  Miles  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  My  books  will  show  it. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  they  will  show  when  you  paid  it;  but  do 
you  know  when  the  first  money  was  actually  passed  over  to  Mr. 
Watson  by  anybody,  for  services  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  know  it  only  from  the  memorandum  given  me  by 
Mr.  Miles,  as  to  which  I  have  already  testified,  which  formed  tie 
basis  of  the  entries  on  my  books  as  treasurer. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  Mr.  Miles  inform  you  that  Mr.  Watson  had 
already  had  money  advanced  to  him,  and  then  come  to  you  to  get 
the  money  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  sir;  my  understanding  is  that  the  first  payment 
was  paid,  I  think  on  April  23,  and  the  next  on  April  30,  1909;  $500 
in  each  case. 

Senator  Reed.  You  get  that  from  the  books? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  speaking  of  what  your  books  show;  I  am 
asking  you  if,  outside  the  books,  you  have  any  knowledge  of  the  fact 
that  prior  to  the  payment  as  shown  by  the  books,  Mr.  Miles  had 
advanced  to  Mr.  Watson  tho  original  payment? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  I  have  no  knowledge  of. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Associa- 
tion paid  to  Mr.  Watson,  all  told,  how  much  money  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  books  will  show;  but  my  recollection  is  that  it 
was  about  $3,700. 

Senator  Reed.  $3,700? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  think  so.  Mr.  Mead  will  give  you  that  information 
accurately. 

Senator  Reed.  And  in  that  is  included  the  $1,000  that  was  paid 
directly  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  is. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  your  association  have  anyone  else  here  at 
Washington,  or  send  anybody  here  to  Washington,  except  Mr. 
Watson,  with  reference  to  the  tariff  commission  plan? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  we  frequently  sent  here  our  officers  and  members 
of  our  executive  committee — and  have  continued  to  do  that  up  to  the 

E resent  time — to  interview  members  of  the  administration  or  mem- 
ers  of  both  Houses  of  Congress.  We  have  never  had  any  salaried 
agent  here  for  that  purpose. 

Senator  Reed.  Had  your  association  ever,  prior  to  the  Indianapolis 
convention,  made  a  poll,  entire  or  partial,  of  tne  Members  of  Congress, 
with  reference  to  the  views  of  the  Members  on  a  tariff  commission? 

Mr.  Towne.  Wo  had  no  existence  prior  to  that  convention. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  association,  I  mean. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Towne.  Never. 

Senator  Reed.  It  never  had  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  sir. 


r 
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ii  Senator  Reed.  On  the  question  of  the  Initiation  of  this  movement, 
g  I  call  your  attention  to  a  letter,  No.  2350,  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr. 
ti  Bird,  dated  January  19,  1909.     I  read  from  it  as  follows: 

On  Mr.  Schwedtman's  last  visit  here  he  told  me  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  wanted  a  com- 
plete canvass  made  of  all  the  Members  of  Congress,  and  to  find  out,  if  possible,  those 

ij  that  were  for  and  against  the  Tariff  Commission,  so  for  the  past  two  weets  I  have  been 
starting  early  every  morning  to  visit  the  different  Members  of  Congress,  and  interview- 

'  ing  them  as  requested.  I  find  a  very  large  percentage  of  the  Members  that  I  have 
seen  (and  I  have  seen  about  150  up  to  date)  are  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  bill — 

1    and  so  forth. 

Evidently,  then,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  was 
working  pretty  actively  upon  this  matter. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  doings  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  I  just  wanted  to  impress  the  point  that  you  did 
not  have  the  knowledge;  that  you  simply  went  tnere  in  response  to 
an  invitation  and  saw  what  you  saw  at  the  convention,  but  you  do 
not  know  reallv  who  initiated  this  movement  before  the  convention. 

Mr.  Towne.  Except  Mr.  Riesenbcrg.  I  have  strong  reasons  for 
believing  that  what  Mr.  Riesenberg  did  was  not  directedor  suggested 
by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  You  have  strong  reasons  to  behove  it.  It  is  because 
you  make  those  statements  that  1  am  compelled  to  go  back  and  read 
these  letters.  Now  I  call  your  attention  to  a  letter  of  Mr.*Mulhall's 
which  was  written  January  14,  1909,  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Mr.  Towne.  That  was  after  the  convention  had  been  called? 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  No.  2324.  I  will  read  just  one  or  two 
sentences  here: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Haggott's  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Evens  A.  Hayes,  of 
the  5th  California  district.  Mr.  Hayes  told  me  he  had  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Riesenburgh,  but  could  not  say  whether  he  could  attend  a  convention  of  that  kind, 
but  would  like  more  time  to  think  it  over. 

A  little  further  on  in  the  same  letter  I  find  this: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Mondell's  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Paul  Howland,  of  the 
20th  Ohio  district.  Mr.  Howland  is  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  bill,  and  plainly 
stated  so.  He  also  told  me  that  he  had  a  letter  from  Mr.  Riesenburgh,  and  it  seems 
that  Mr.  Riesenburgh  has  sent  letters  to  both  the  House  and  Senate  side — to  all  the 
Members.  I  feel  that  it  will  help  the  work  considerably  by  having  Mr.  Riesenburgh 
send  those  letters. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  from  Mr.  Mulhall,  is  it  not? 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Mulhall  is  writing  to  Mr.  Schwedtman;  and 
wh'le  you  challenge  the  authority  of  the  writer,  it  certainly  was  sent 
to  the  secretary  to  the  president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. But  I  do  not  care  to  follow  that,  because  I  think  these 
letters  show  that  conclusively.     I  do  not  think  of  any  other  questions. 

Senator  Cummins.  Were  you  in  Washington  during  the  special 
session  in  1909? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  am  not  quite  sure,  but  I  am  practically  sure  I  must 
have  been  here  at  some  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  you  personally  have  anything  to  do  with 
the  campaign  in  Washington  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  I  do  not  recall  that  I  did  at  that  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  When  Mr.  Watson  was  employed,  the  tariff  bill 
had  already  been  disposed  of  in  the  House,  had  it  not. 
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Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  recall.  The  tariff  bill  was  signed  August 
and  I  hardly  think  it  could  have  been  out  of  the  House  by  the  1st : 
April. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  tariff  bill  was  reported  in  the  House  very 
soon  after  the  special  session  convened,  was  it  not  ?  It  had  bee 
prepared  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  bete 
the  special  session  began,  had  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  my  recollection,  but  I  do  not  recall  whether  a! 
the  time  they  employed  Mr.  Watson  it  was  out  of  the  House. 

Senator  (  ummins.  I  simply  say  that  as  an  historical  fact  there  wt 
in  the  tariff  bill  reported  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  ti? 
House  nothing  concerning  any  tariff  commission  or  any  tariff  board 
was  there  i  I 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  my  recollection.  | 

Senator  Cummins.  It  was  pending  in  the  House  but  a  few  days,*! 
I  remember  it.     Does  that  accord  with  your  recollection? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  it  then  came  over  to  the  Senate.  While 
that  bill  was  pending,  what  did  Mr.  Watson  do  to  advance  the  move- 
ment for  a  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  As  I  said  before,  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  direction 
of  Mr.  Watson,  and  to  this  day  I  have  never  known  just  what  he  did 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  of  anything  he  did,  during  the 
pendency  of  that  bill,  to  further  the  movement  for  a  tariff  commission! 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  know  personally,  but  I  have  always  supposed 
that  what  he  did  was  to  interview  Members  of  both  Houses  at  proper 
times,  in  order  to  present  the  arguments  which  we  formulated  and 
supplied  urging  that  a  bill  should  be  passed  by  Congress  to  create  * 
permanent  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  there  ever  any  attempt  in  the  House,  in 
1909,  to  introduce  into  the  tariff  bill  a  provision  for  the  creation  oft 
tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  I  do  not  recall.     I  think  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  anybody  ever  report  to  you  anything  con- 
cerning Mr.  Watson's  work  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Towne.  They  would  not  have  reported  to  me,  but  to  the 
president  of  the  association  or  to  a  meeting  of  the  executive  committee. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  suppose  you  remember  that  there  was  intro- 
duced in  the  Senate  as  an  amendment  to  the  tariff  bill  a  plan  provid- 
ing for  a  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Towtne.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  remember  who  introduced  it? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  will  perhaps  refresh  your  memory  when  I 
state  that  one  form  of  it  was  introduced  by  Senator  Beveridge  of 
Indiana. 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes;  that  I  do  recall. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  Senator  Beveridge  had  been  for  a  long  time 
an  advocate  of  that  idea,  had  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Two  or  three  years  before  that  time  he  had 
introduced  into  the  Senate  a  bill  of  that  sort? 

Mr.  Towne.  And  had  made  very  elaborate  speeches  in  support  of  it. 
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p      Senator  Cummjns.  You  did  not  expect  Mr.  Watson  to  be  influential 
it  i^ith  Senator  Beveridge,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  would  have  been  superfluous, 
ll  Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  of  anything  that  Mr.  Watson 
J  <iid  in  the  Senate  respecting  the  tariff  commission  plan  ? 
J  Mr.  Towne.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  Mr.  Watson's 
doings  in  this  connection.  He  reported  to  other  officers  of  the 
£  association.  We  did  not  at  that  time  meet  frequently.  They  were 
B  directing  the  efforts  here,  and  I  was  not  active  in  participation  in 
t  the  work;  so  I  have  no  knowledge  of  these  matters  to  which  your 
g  questions  refer. 

!  Senator  Cummins.  Possibly  you  remember  that  after  the  discus- 
sion on  the  subject  in  the  Senate,  Mr.  Aldrich,  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,,  brought  in  a 
.  certain  amendment  authorizing  the  President  to  employ  certain 
persons  to  assist  him  in  the  administration  of  the  law,  and  especially 
as  to  the  maximum  and  minimum  features  of  the  law.  Do  you 
remember  that  ? 
Mr.  Towne.  I  do. 

Senator  Cummins.    So  far  as  you  know  did  Mr.  Watson  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  securing  that  provision  in  the  tariff  law  of  1909? 
Mr.  Towne.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  remember,  do  you  not,  that  that  was  very 
unsatisfactory  to  those  who  were  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  ? 
Mr.  Towne.  I  do.     We  were  disappointed. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  it  was  repudiated  on  the  floor  by  the 
Senators  who  really  believed  in  a  tariff  commission  ? 
Mr.  Towne.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  you  do  not  know  whether  it  was  through 
Mr.  Watson's  influence  that  that  kind  of  amendment  was  made  to 
the  tariff  bill  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  never  had  any  knowledge  on  the  subject  of  what  he 
did. 

Senator  Cummins.  Who  would  know  what  Mr.  Watson  did  upon 
this  subject  during  the  time  he  was  in  the  employ  of  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association? 

Mr.  Towne.  My  recollection  is  that  he  reported  directly  to  the 
president,  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  who  is  not  now  living,  and  to  Mr.  Miles 
who,  as  J  recall,  was  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  which  was 
authorized  to  look  into  Mr.  Watson's  fitness  for  the  work,  and  to 
engage  him.  I  imagine  that  Mr.  Miles  can  answer  this  question 
that  you  are  asking  concerning  a  subject  of  which  I  have  not,  and 
never  have  had,  any  knowledge  whatever. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  know,  do  you  not,  that  in  1910  the  subject 
came  up  again  ? 
Mr.  Towne.  It  has  been  up  everyyear  since. 
Senator  Cummins.  And  had  Mr.  Watson  anything  to  do  with  the 
controversy  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  So  far  as  I  know,  Mr.  Watson  has  not  done  anything 
for  us  since  June,  1909. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  know,  do  you  not,  that  it  has  been  gener- 
ally supposed  among  the  friends — the  real  friends — of  the  tariff 
commission,  that  after  the  Senate  passed  a  satisfactory  bill,  which 
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went  back  to  the  House  because  it  was  amended  bv  the  Senate, 
some  of  the  distinguished  Republican  leaders  in  the  douse  assisted 
in  defeating  it  there  ? 

Mr.  Towns.  I  recall  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  remember  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  House  adjourned  without  having  voted  upon  the  tariff 
commission  bill? 

Mr.  Towne.  Only  vaguely.  The  work  of  the  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association  at  that  time,  and  here  in  Washington,  was 
beixig  conducted  bv  the  president  ot  the  association,  Mr.  John  C. 
Cobb,  of  Boston,  who  was  on  the  ground  as  counselor,  and  who  gave 
a  great  deal  of  time  to  it,  and  who  could  respond  to  your  question  in 
a  way  in  which  I  am  incapable  of  doing. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  you  kept  track  of  the  situation,  you  remem- 
ber, do  vou  not,  that  after  the  bill  went  from  the  Senate  to  the  House 
in  the  closing  hours  of  the  Congress,  ilr.  Fitzgerald  of  Xew  York  organ- 
ized what  I  may  call  a  filibuster  to  prevent  a  vote  upon  the  bill ;  and  do 
you  not  remember  that  it  was  generally  believed  that  these  same  men, 
or  some  of  them,  at  least,  who  were  the  leaders  then  of  the  Repub- 
lican side,  cooperated  with  Mr.  Fitzgerald  in  order  to  insure  its 
defeat  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have  a  general  recollection  of  what  vou  refer  to, 
and  the  merely  general  knowledge  that  I  had  on  these  details,  to  the 
effect  that  a  tariff  commission  bill  had  been  framed  in  the  House  and 
passed  there,  that  another  bill  had  been  framed  and  passed  in  the 
feenate,  and  that  just  prior  to  the  close  of  the  session  a  conference 
was  called  for  the  alleged  purpose  of  trying  to  harmonize  the  con- 
flicting views  embodied  in  the  two  bills:  and  that  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  either  by  reason  of  the  cause  you  refer  to,  or  some  other  cause, 
the  conference  failed  to  agree  and  both  bills  failed. 

Senator  Cummins.  Your  recollection  is  not  accurate  about  that. 
The  bill  went  back  to  the  House  from  the  Senate,  and  there  were 
there  enough  votes  to  pass  it:  but  it  was  found  impossible  to  secure 
a  vote  because  of  obstructive  tactics  adopted  by  those  who  were 
opposed  to  the  bill.  The  thought  in  my  mind  was  whether  vou 
knew  anything  about  the  activities  of  Mr.  Watson  with  regard  to 
that  bill,  or  whether  or  not  he  was  interested  in  it  at  all.  I  do  not 
know  that  he  was  interested  in  it  at  all. 

Mr.  Towne.  So  far  as  I  know,  he  had  at  that  time  no  interest  what- 
ever in  our  work. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  I  think  that  among  those  of  us  who  have 
been  fighting  for  a  good  many  years  for  a  tariff-commission  bill,  it  is 
generally  believed  that  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker  at  that  time,  Mr. 
Cannon,  permitting  the  report  of  a  committee  to  be  injected  into 
the  midst  of  a  roll  call,  was  the  fatality  which  ended  its  life. 

That  is  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  ask  you  a  few  questions  concerning 
matters  of  which  presumably  you  have  knowledge. 

Some  time  during  the  month  of  April,  1909,  you  were  down  here 
in  connection  with  these  matters,  were  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  was;  about  the  1st  of  the  month. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  came  here,  did  you  not,  some  time  before  tho 
1st  of  the  month  f 
Mr.  Towne.  I  think  it  waa  about  tiit  WMifci  dCtt»x*Si. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  read  you,  from  letter  2602-2605,  written  by  Mr. 
Mulhall  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  under  date  of  April  6,  as  follows: 

When  the  executive  committee  of  the  committee  of  one  hundred  came  here  last 
Tuesday  I  had  them  hold  off  until  they  saw  Mr.  Watson,  and  Mr.  Watson  gave  them 
splendid  information  and  a  good  program  to  follow,  so  they  could  be  successful  in 
getting  a  tariff-commission  bill  through  at  this  session.  In  aadition  to  this  Mr.  Watson 
pledged  his  active  support  of  the  measure,  and  I  know  for  a  fact  that  he  is  bending 
all  his  energies  along  those  lines  at  the  present  time.  When  he  first  met  the  executive 
committee  of  the  tariff  commission  on  Wednesday,  the  28th  ultimo,  he  mentioned  a 
number  of  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  that  he  thought  it  advisable 
for  those  gentlemen  to  see. 

You  were  on  that  executive  committee,  were  you  not? 
Mr.  Towne.  I  believe  so. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  further: 

When  he  first  met  the  executive  committee  of  the  tariff  commission  on  Wednesday, 
the  28th  ultimo,  he  mentioned  a  number  of  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
that  he  thought  it  advisable  for  those  gentlemen  to  see,  so  Messrs.  Mead,  Towne, 
Miles,  Kirby,  and  Tompkins  went  to  the  Capitol. 

You  were  all  members  of  that  executive  committee  ? 
Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  excepting  Mr.  Mead. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  further: 

And  I  made  arrangements  for  them  to  see  Mr.  Henry  S.  Boutell,  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  and  they  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  that  gentleman  on 
that  occasion. 

Do  you  remember  that  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  go  to  see  Mr.  Boutell? 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  that  I  recollect.     I  may  have  done  so. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  Mr.  BouteU  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  However,  you  now  think  it  not  unlikely  that  you 
were  here  on  the  28th  of  March  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  think  it  is  quite  likely.  And  let  me  explain  again 
that  I  did  not  at  that  time  taKe,  and  have  not  at  any  time  taken,  an 
active  part  in  the  presentation  of  arguments  here  in  Washington. 
It  has  been  done  by  other  members  of  our  body. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  think  Mr.  Watson  was  employed  under  an 
arrangement  by  wrhich  he  was  to  have  $250  a  week,  and  on  the  24th 
of  April,  1909,  he  received  $500  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  On  the  23d,  I  think. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  on  the  30th  he  received  another  check  for' 
$500? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  you  say  he  thereafter  was  paid  with  what 
frequency? 

Mr.  Towne.  My  books  will  show  that,  absolutely. 

Senator  Walsh.  Have  you  any  recollection  about  it? 

Mr.  Towne.  My  recollection  is  that  he  was  paid  somewhat  irregu- 
larly; not  once  a  week,  but  at  intervals  of  from  10  days  to  2  weeks, 
and  in  varying  amounts,  but  averaging  $250  per  week. 

Senator  Walsh.  Thereafter  he  was  generally  paid  at  intervals 
within  two  weeks;  not  every  week,  but  at  least  every  two  weeks. 

Mr.  Towne.  Approximately. 
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Senator  Walsh.  During  the  time  that  he  was  in  the  employ  of  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  did  you  have  any  controversy 
of  any  kind  about  his  fees  or  salary  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  it.  I  simply  paid 
the  vouchers 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  no  conversation  at  all  with  Mr.  Watson  f 

Mr.  Towne.  None,  except  to  shake  hands  with  him  when  we  were 
introduced  in  April.  I  do  not  think  that  we  had  over  three  minutes' 
talk. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  call  your  attention  to  letter  No.  2974,  written 
by  Mr.  Watson  under  date  of  August  4,  1909. 

Mr.  Towne.  To  whom  is  the  letter? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  written  by  Mr.  Watson 
under  date  of  August  4,  1909.     He  says: 

Your  letter  made  ine  feel  good  because  of  what  you  said  respecting  the  hatter  people. 
It  now  looks  as  though  you  had  succeeded  in  getting  them  in  my  wagon,  or  getting  me 
in  their  wagon,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  in  any  event  neither  you  nor  them  shall  be 
disappointed  by  the  service  rendered  or  the  result  reached. 

I  do  not  think  that  neither  Mr.  Miller  or  Mr.  Towne  will  be  willing  to  pay  me 
anything  for  what  I  did  in  Washington. 

In  view  of  the  testimony  you  have  given,  do  you  know  how  Mr. 
Watson  could  have  written  that  letter? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  imagine  that  was  a  carelessly  made  statement; 
that  it  means  pay  him  "anything  more,"  because  at  that  time  we 
had  paid  him  approximately  $3,700. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand  that  he  quit  your  service  some  time 
in  June? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  up  to  the  time  he  quit,  you  had  paid  him 
according  to  the  stipulated  arrangement? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  ever  understand  that  he  was  making 
any  claim  for  anything  more? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  did  he  come  to  quit  at  the  time  he  did  quit  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  was  discharged,  or 
whether  he  quit  of  his  own  accord  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  was  simply  notified  as  treasurer  that  his  employ- 
ment would  cease  at  a  certain  date. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  chronology  of 
this  bill. 

Mr.  Towne.  What  bill  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  The  Payne-Aldrich  bill.  It  was  introduced  in 
the  House  on  the  17th  of  March,  1909.  The  debate  began  on  the 
19th  of  March.  The  bill  passed  the  House  on  the  9th  of  April.  1909. 
As  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Watson  was  not  hired  by  you  until  some 
time  after  the  9tn  of  April. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  know  when  he  was  hired.  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Up  to  the  23d  of  April  you  had  not  yet  paid  him 
any  more  than  the  $500,  which  \70\Ad  to  t\ifc  payment  for  about  two 
weeks,  would  ifc  not? 
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Mr.  Towne.  I  had  not  paid  him.  I  would  like  to  help  you,  if  I 
could 

Senator  Walsh.  The  records  of  the  association  show  no  payment 
to  him  until  the  25th  of  April. 

Mr.  McCarter.  The  records  are  here. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes,  and  the  witness  has  testified  about  the  mat- 
ter.    That  is  correct,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes;  but  the  record  merely  shows,  if  I  recall  cor- 
rectly, when  I  was  informed  of  the  payment.  I  do  not  know  when 
the  payment  was  made. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  mean  to  say  that  on  the  23d  of  April  you 
were  informed  that  he  had  been  paid  $500  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No;  I  can  not  even  say  that.  I  can  only  say  that  at 
sometime  after  the  event  Mr.  Miles,  who  had  charge  of  the  matter, 
sent  to  me,  as  treasurer,  a  memorandum  of  the  payments  he  had  made 
to  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  He  had  made  ?  That  is  what  I  asked  about  a  while 
ago,  whether  Mr.  Miles  had  not  paid  Mr.  Watson  some  money  prior  to 
the  time  he  got  the  money  from  you,  and  I  understood  you  to  say  that 
you  did  not  know  about  it;  but  now  you  do  make  that  statement. 

The  Chairman.  He  said  that  before. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  see  anything  contradictory  in  my  two  state- 
ments. 

Senator  Walsh.  Will  you  kindly  tell  us  now  what  Mr.  Miles  did 
tell  you  in  respect  to  payments  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  two  payments  of  $500  each  had  been  made  at 
his  request,  from  funds  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
which  were  applied  on  account  of  their  contribution  of  $1,000  to  our 
fund,  and  the  entry  on  my  books  records  the  dates  of  those  payments 
as  given  to  me  by  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Walsh.  Those  entries  were  not  made  until  after  Mr.  Miles 
had  thus  informed  you  that  the  payments  had  been  made  by  him,  or 
by  his  direction  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Surely  not,  because  I  had  no  knowledge  of  them;  but 
I  think  there  was  another  payment  that  came  in  somewhere  there,  I 
can  not  say  where  without  referring  to  my  books,  which  Mr.  Miles 
made  out  of  the  first  funds  that  were  available  to  the  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association,  as  I  have  previously  testified,  which  con- 
sisted in  a  loan  of  $1,000  to  that  association  by  the  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York. 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  anyway,  it  would  appear  that  Mr.  Watson's 
employment  dated  from  sometime  after  the  bill  had  passed  the 
House,  or  from  about  the  time  that  it  passed  the  House  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  would  seem  so. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  bill  remained  in  the  Senate  until  the  8  th  day 
of  July,  when  it  passed  that  body.  Mr.  Watson  had  already,  during 
the  preceding  month,  the  month  of  June,  severed  his  connection  with 
your  association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  my  recollection.     The  books  will  show. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  that  when  the  bill  came  back  to  the  House 
for  consideration,  so  far  as  you  know  Mr.  Watson  no  longer  in  any 
way  represented  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  appears  to  be  t  he  case. 
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Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  have  any  part  in  any  effort  to  secure  ap- 
pointments upon  the  so-called  tariff  board  that  was  created  by  virtue 
of  this  bill? 

Mr.  Towne.  Neither  I  nor  any  member  of  our  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association  ever  had  any  voice  or  made  any  suggestions 
of  that  kind.     We  carefully  abstained  from  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  believe  you  said  that  Mr.  Emery  had  no  con- 
nection with  your  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  your  committee — your  tariff  association — 
made  no  effort  to  have  anything  to  do  witn  the  naming  of,  or  the 
suggesting  of  the  names  of,  the  tariff  commission,  and  Mr.  Emery 
had  no  connection  with  your  association,  and  you  claim  that  your 
association  was  really  running  this  business.  Do  you  know — has  it 
come  to  your  knowledge — that  as  a  matter  of  fact  Mr.  Emery  did 
very  actively  interfere  or  attempt  to  interfere  with  the  selection  of 
the  members  of  that  commission  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  It  would  surprise  you,  I  suppose,  to  know  that  Mr. 
Emery's  letters  are  here — that  he  did  that  very  thing. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  think  that  is  right.  The  letters  are  here 
and  can  be  produced. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  they  have  been  produced. 

Senator  Cummins.  They  have  been  produced. 

Mr.  Towne.  At  that  time  I  had  not  the  pleasure  of  knowing  Mr. 
Emery.  He  had  no  connection  whatever  with  our  work,  and  never 
has  had. 

Senator  Reed.  But  Mr.  Emery  was  the  retained  man  of  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  here  in  Washington,  was  ne  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  did  not  know  that. 

Senator  Reed.  You  have  stated  that  your  association — that  is,  I 
mean  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association — had  nothing 
to  do  with  tariff  matters. 

Mr.  Towne.  With  tariff  schedules. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh!  Well,  outside  of  the  tariff  commission  mat- 
ter, did  you  at  one  time  have  anything  to  do  with  tariff  matters  t 

Mr.  Towne.  Absolutely,  no. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  not  know  that  your  chairman,  Mr.  Miles, 
did  take  an  active  interest  in  tariff  matters,  outside  of  the  creation  of 
a  tariff  commission,  and  for  that  reason  he  was  practically  removed! 

Mr.  Towne.  I  know  that  Mr.  Miles  has  always,  with  perfect  good 
faith  and  sincerity  on  his  part,  been  a  frequent  thorn  in  the  flesh  to 
the  rest  of  us,  for  this  reason 

Senator  Reed.  My  question  was 

Mr.  Towne.  May  I  not  complete  my  answer? 

Senator  Reed.  If  you  had  been  answering  the  question  I  would 
not  have  interrupted  you;  but,  all  right,  gp  ahead. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  want  to  do  injustice  to  Mr.  Miles.  I  say  it 
was  for  this  reason^  that  in  presenting  the  arguments  in  support  of  the 
tariff  commission  idea  he  could  not  resist  the  temptation  of  stating 
facts  concerning  tariff  schedules,  which  the  rest  of  us  insisted  should 
absolutely  be  excluded  from  all  our  discussions;  just  precisely,  Mr. 
Senator,  as  I  individually  have  not  hesitated,  while  serving  on  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  to  insist  that  tariff  reform 
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has  been  needed,  and  that  tariff  reform  would  be  of  benefit  to  the 
industries  of  the  country,  including  my  own  industry.     That  is  a 

(>ersonal  privilege  which  I  think  should  not  be  confused  or  con- 
ounded  with  what  we  do  as  officers  of  the  National  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand ;  but  my  question  was  whether  you 
did  not  know  that  Mr.  Miles,  while  the  chairman  of  the  executive  com- 
mittee of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  did  undertake 
to  interfere  in  matters  of  the  tariff  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes;  we  knew  it,  to  our  regret. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  whether  you  individually  were  concerned 
or  not,  the  chairman  of  this  executive  committee  of  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  did  get  active  in  this  matter;  and 
because  of  that — growing  out  of  that,  out  of  the  disputes  between 
you — he  finally  retired,  or  was  removed,  one  or  the  other? 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  only  fair  to  Mr.  Miles  to  say  that  he  was  a 
large  manufacturer,  and  he  was  very  much  interested,  necessarily, 
in  the  duties  upon  certain  things. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  not  trying  to  reflect  upon  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Cummins.  No.  What  ne  did  in  the  way  of  trying  to  secure 
the  reduction  of  duties  might  very  well  be  imputed  to  his  desire  as  a 
citizen,  instead  of  assuming  that  he  was  actmg  for  any  association. 
I  know  this  individually,  because  I  have  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with 
Mr.  Miles,  personally,  and  have  gotten  a  good  deal  of  information  from 
him. 

Senator  Reed.  But  I  am  asking  a  different  question,  whether  Mr. 
Miles,  as  the  chairman  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association,  did  not  undertake  to  use  that  organiza- 
tion with  reference  to  tariff  matters,  and  whether,  out  of  that,  disputes 
did  not  arise  which  finally  led  to  Mr.  Miles's  retirement  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  As  chairman  of  the  executive  committee  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     That  is  true,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  There  is  a  measure  of  truth  in  that  statement;  there 
is  no  question  of  that.  The  question  does  not  cover  the  whole 
situation. 

Senator  Cummtns.  lie  was  chairman  of  the  executive  committee. 
I  do  not  want  a  false  impression  to  arise  in  regard  to  Mr.  Miles.  He 
was  chairman  of  the  executive  committee  in  1907.  He  appeared 
before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  in  1908,  and  made  a  most 
luminous  argument  for  the  reduction  of  duties,  especially  on  iron  and 
steel,  for  which  I  fancy  he  afterwards  suffered  even  more  severely  than 
he  suffered  at  the  hands  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Asso- 
ciation. 

Senator  Reed.  The  point  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is  to  meet  the 
statement  which  I  understood  the  witness  to  make,  which  in  substance 
was  that  the  fact  was  that  the  executive  committee  of  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  never  took  any  part  in  tariff  matters; 
and  I  am  trying  to  show  that  during  the  time  that  Mr.  Miles  was  its 
chairman,  and  its  most  active  man,  that  association  was  dragged  into 
it  by  Mr.  Miles;  that  he  used  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Asso^ 
ciation — he  used  its  name — and  advocated  certain  policies  which  thfc 
other  members  of  the  association  did  not  agree  to ;  and  therefore  his 
connection  was  severed.  I  am  not  trying  to  reflect  upon  Mr.  Mttaa  vet 
the  least. 
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Mr.  Towxe.  Mr.  Senator,  may  I  try  to  explain  that,  in  order  to  be 
fair  to  Mr.  Miles,  for  whom  I  have  the  highest  respect  and  the  very 
warmest  affection. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Towxe.  He  is  one  of  the  most  sincere  and  earnest  men  I 
have  the  pleasure  of  knowing.  Mr.  Miles,  as  the  Senator  has  just 
stated,  has  repeatedly,  and  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  argued  in  favor 
of  tariff  reduction,  and  has  presented  very  forcible  arguments  for  it; 
and  he  was  so  loaded  with  information  on  that  subject  that  he  could 
not  get  up  on  his  feet  and  talk  tariff  commission,  without  also  talking 
tariff  reform. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Towne.  We  opposed  that,  and  insisted  our  whole  purpose  was 
to  bring  into  existence  a  permanent  tariff  commission,  and  therefore 
we  must  abstain  absolutely  from  discussion  of  tariff  schedules. 
There  was,  therefore,  a  division  of  opinion  between  him  and  the  rest 
of  us. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  and  besides  that  there  were  a  great  many  men 
in  your  organization  who  did  not  want  the  tariff  reduced,  ana  that 
created  a  clash  of  interests  and  opinions  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Possibly.  I  was  not  one  of  those  men;  because  I 
favored,  and  still  do  favor,  a  tariff  reduction. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  ask  just  one  question.  I  see  by  your  let- 
terhead here  that  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  had 
its  headquarters  at  No.  170  Broadway,  New  York  City.  Did  you 
maintain  a  separate  office  there  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  A  small  office,  with  a  secretary  and  a  stenographer, 
and  a  boy. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  the  same  New  York  address  as  that  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh. 

Mr.  Towne.  It  is  in  the  Woolworth  Building,  which,  when  full,  will 
house  10,000  people.  - 1  do  not  know  who  the  other  tenants  are.  Mr. 
Mead,  has  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  moved  in  there! 

Mr.  Mead.  No. 

Mr.  Emery.  Apropos  of  that,  may  I  call  your  attention  to  a  curious 
misunderstanding  that  seems  to  have  been  in  the  minds  of  the  com- 
mittee when  Mr.  Mulhall  was  on  the  stand?  This  is  in  part  31  of  your 
record,  page  3094.  You  were  asking  Mr.  Towne  in  reference  to  letter 
No.  2974,  written  by  Watson  to  Mulhall,  and  I  notice  this  statement, 
following  the  reading  of  that  letter,  when  you  were  questioning  Mr. 
Mulhall: 

Senator  Walsh.  *    *    *    Should  not  that  be  Mr.  "Miles"  instead  of  Mr.  "Miller"? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  "Miles." 

Senator  Walsh.  And  it  should  be  Mr.  "Tompkins"  instead  of  Mr.  "Towne"? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Of  course  you  have  examined  Mr.  Towne  here  on  the  theory  that 
it  is  Mr.  Towne  who  is  referred  to  in  this  letter;  but  evidently  there 
was  in  your  mind  there,  for  some  reason,  the  impression  that  " Towne" 
meant '"  Tompkins '  ? 

Senator  Walsh  (examining  record).  I  have  no  recollection  why  I 
should  have  said  it. 
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Mr.  Emery.  No.  I  wanted  to  see  the  record  explained,  and  I 
thought  that  you  would,  also. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  all? 

Mr.  Towne.  May  I  read  into  the  record  one  brief  paragraph  for 
this  pamphlet  ? 

The  Chairman.  You  can  put  it  into  the  record  without  reading  it, 
if  you  desire  to. 

Mr.  Towne.  This  will  take  only  a  minute.  This  is  a  statement  of 
the  position  of  our  Tariff  Commission  Association  on  the  subject  of 
tariff  bills  as  contrasted  with  its  position  on  a  tariff  commission. 
This  is  a  statement  in  the  last  edition  of  this  pamphlet,  issued  in 
May,  1913: 

No  one  who  intelligently  comprehends  the  subject  suggests  that  the  pending  bill — 

That  is  the  one  now  pending  in  Congress — 

should  be  held  up  and  action  on  it  postponed  until  a  tariff  commission  can  be  created, 
and  shall  have  reviewed  the  bill.  On  the  contrary,  men  of  all  parties  and  all  inter- 
ests unite  in  conceding  the  downward  revision  of  the  tariff,  which  was  decreed  by 
the  country  at  the  election  in  1912,  should  be  accomplished  as  speedily  as  possible, 
so  that  the  uncertainty  which  now  prevails  may  be  terminated,  and  that  business 
may  proceed  to  adjust  itself  to  the  new  conditions.  What  is  desired,  however,  by  the 
great  and  increasing  number  of  those  who,  since  1909,  have  urged  the  creation  of  a 
permanent  tariff  commission  is  that,  immediately  following  the  passage  of  the  pending 
tariff  act,  legislation  shall  be  enacted  creating  a  permanent  governmental  oody  to 
commence  the  work  of  compiling  and  maintaining  tne  fund  of  statistical  and  technical 
information  which  hereafter  should  be  available  to  Congress  when  framing  or  amending 
tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  date  of  that  pronunciamento  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  May,  1913. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Towne.  It  was  written  by  me,  and  accepted  by  the  secretary 
of  our  National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  one  final  question :  Did  you  ever  know 
of  Mr.  Watson,  or  anybody  on  behalf  01  Mr.  Watson,  trying  to  get 
money  for  Mr.  Watson,  along  about  the  month  of  August,  or  after  tne 
month  of  August,  1909,  from  your  association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  never  knew  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  You  never  heard  of  anybody  suggesting  that  any 
further  moneys  ought  to  be  paid  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  that  I  recall;  and  I  think  I  should  remember  it. 
We  got  through  with  Mr.  Watson  in  the  first  part  of  that  year. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  until  to-morrow  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

(All  the  members  of  the  committee  at  this  point  left  the  committee 
room,  except  the  chairman  and  Senator  Reea,  whereupon  the  follow- 
ing occurred :) 

Senator  Reed.  I  find  there  are  several  questions  that  I  omitted  to 
ask  Mr.  Towne,  and  I  am  going  to  ask  him  those  questions,  and  his 
testimony  will  be  taken  down  by  the  stenographer,  and  I  will  submit 
the  matter  to  the  committee  afterwards,  and  if  they  want  to  receive 
it,  they  may  do  so. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Very  well. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Towne,  I  show  you  a  letter  marked  H.  R.  161, 
addressed  to  James  A.  Emery,  and  ask  you  if  you  wrote  that  letter? 

Mr.  Towne  (after  examining  letter).  I  did. 
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Senator  R$ed.  Did  you  write  that  as  an  individual,  to  Mr.  Emery, 
or  were  you  writing  him  in  your  capacity  as  a  member  of  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  The  letter  is  written  on  the  letter  sheet  of  the  Yale 
&  Towne  Manufacturing  Co.,  but  it  is  signed  by  my  name  individu- 
ally. It  was  my  invariable  practice,  when  writing  as  an  officer  of 
that  company,  either  to  sign  its  name  over  my  own,  with  my  title 
below,  or  to  sign  my  name,  with  my  title  under  it,  of  course;  and 
when  writing  Tetters  concerning  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association  work,  I  used  another  letter  sheet,  having  on  it  the  name 
of  the  association  and  the  name  of  its  officers. 

This  letter  is  a  personal  letter  from  me  to  Mr.  Emery,  not  written 
in  any  official  capacity.     Will  you  tell  me  the  date  of  that  letter  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  dated  April  24,  1911. 

Mr.  Towne.  The  letter  is  dated  April  24,  1911  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  is  fully  identified,  in  this  correspondence, 
*s  H.  R.  161. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  merely  wanted  to  get  the  date  so  as  to  identify  it. 

Senator  Reed.  It  appears  that  you  had  written  to  Mr.  Emery 
asking  for  information  concerning  the  American  Association  of  Labor 
Legislation.     You  remember  writing  such  a  letter  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do.  We  had  been  appealed  to  to  contribute  to  that 
organization,  or  to  some  member  of  it,  and  desiring  to  have  some 
^formation  about  it,  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Emery  asking  if  he  could  fur- 
nish it. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  you  had  been  appealed  to 
to  help  in  that,  or  whether  the  appeal  had  been  directed  to  you  as  an 
officer  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  or  as  an  officer 
of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  ?  ^ 

Mr.  Towne.  It  was  neither.  The  appeal  or  request  was  addressed, 
not  to  me  at  all,  but  to  the  Yale  &  Towne  Manufacturing  Co. 

Senator  Rued.  As  early  as  1911  you  yourself  had  become  well 
acquainted  with  Mr.  Emery,  had  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  had,  through  meeting  him  on  my  visits  here  to 
Washington. 

Senator  Re$d.  You  had  a  somewhat  voluminous  correspondence 

ith  him,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  not  an  active  correspondence.  At  a  guess,  I 
should  say  y?e  may  have  exchanged  20  or  30  letters,  at  irregular 
intervals. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  Mr.  Emery  of  the 
22d  instant,  to  which  this  letter  of  April  24  is  a  reply  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  presume  it  is  in  my  nles  at  home. 

Senator  Reed.  I  refer  to  the  letter  from  Mr.  Emery  to  you. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  can  identify  it,  if  you  have  a  printed  copy. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  not  got  it  here.  I  am  going  to  ask  you  if 
you  will  send  it  to  the  committee,  when  we  excuse  you  to-day.  Will 
you  send,  not  a  copy,  but  the  original,  of  Mr.  Emery's  letter  dated 
April  22,  1911,  to  which  you  replied  on  April  24,  1911,  and  which 
replv  appears  here  in  the  House  print  as  H.  R.  161. 

Mr.  Towne.  It  is  Mr.  .Emery's  letter  to  me,  dated  April  22,  1911? 
Is  that  right  1 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  to  which  you  replied  on  April  24,  191 1. 
Mr.  Towne.  You  want  the  origins!  oi  VSm&A 
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Senator  Reed.  Yes,  I  want  Mr.  Emery's  letter. 

Mr.  Towne.  To  whom  shall  I  send  it  9 

Senator  Reed.  You  may  send  it  to  me,  if  you  will. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  will  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  will  send  the  originals  of  any 
other  letters  written  by  Mr.  Emery  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  All  of  Mr.  Emery's  letters  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  all  of  Mr.  Emery's  letters  to  you.  either  in  your 
official  capacities  or  as  an  individual,  or  to  your  manufacturing  com- 
pany, the  Yale  &  Towne  Manufacturing  Co. 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  I  will  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  one  other  question  I  want  to  ask  you. 
You  know  what  is  termed  the  Taylor  system  in  manufacturing,  do 
you  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  that  system  ever  inaugurated  in  your  plants  1 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  we  have  used  it  increasingly  and  quite  largely 
for  five  or  six  years. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  idea  of  handling  the  people  in  the  public 
service  was  to  put  them  on  a  quasi  military  footing,  similar  to  that 
under  enlistment  in  the  Army,  and  then  to  make  a  strike,  if  they  ha<J 
one,  a  mutiny  punishable  by  law  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  not  quite  a  fair  quotation  from  my  letter, 
is  it? 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  so.     I  will  read  it: 

I  have  long  held  and  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  only  complete  and  adequate 
protection  of  the  public  against  intolerable  oppression  by  organized  labor  in  the  case 
of  public-service  and  public-utility  corporations  will  consist  in  legislation  whereby 
employment  in  the  service  of  such  corporations  will  be  put  on  a  quasi-military  footing; 
that  is,  will  involve  " enlistment"  eitner  in  the  form  which  now  applies  to  the  Army 
and  Navy,  or  in  the  form  which  now  applies  to  the  police  and  fire  departments  under 
municipal  government.  Such  service  is  voluntary,  not  compulsory,  and  no  fair  argu- 
ment can  be  advanced  against  imposing  conditions  reasonably  needed  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  public  welfare  on  individuals  who  voluntarily  seek  to  engage  in  such  service. 
A  strike  by  enlisted  men  would  be  mutiny,  the  punishment  for  which,  of  course, 
should  be  fixed  by  law.  Coincidentally  with  legislation  of  this  kind  I  would  hope  to 
see  legislation  providing  ample  safeguards  for  the  protection  of  all  juat  rights  of  the 
enlisted  men,  including  the  right  of  petition  for  the  redress  of  grievances,  with  ade- 
quate provision  for  the  obtaining  of  redress  where  justified. 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  all  right. 

Senator  Reed.  You  began,  either  as  an  individual  or  in  your  repre- 
sentative capacity,  to  take  a  pretty  active  interest  in  matters  of 
legislation  which  did  not  concern  a  tariff  commission,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  Towne.  I  have  done  so  for  many  years — nearly  $11  my  adult 
years. 

Senator  Reed.  In  what  classes  of  legislation  have  you  taken  an 
active  interest  for  many  years  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Primarily  m  matters  affecting  the  tariff;  in  those  re-: 
lated  to  the  relations  of  labor — that  is  of  employer  and  employee,  and  iri 
matters  relating  to  the  interpretation  of  the  Sherman  antitrust  law. 
At  one  time  I  took  a  very  active  part  in  trying  to  defeat  legislation  in 
Congress  intended  to  make  the  metric  system  of  weights  and  measures 
compulsory  in  this  country.  It  was  fortunately  defeated.  And  I 
have  been  interested  in  many  other  minor  phases  of  national  legisla1 
tion,  especially  those  relating  to  the  business  interests. 
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Senator  Reed.  You  took  some  interest  in  the  personnel  of  the  com- 
mittees on  labor,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  In  Congress  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Towne.  Never,  except  to  be  interested  in  knowing  the  com- 
position of  those  committees  and  how  they  were  acting.  I  never 
attempted  to  exercise  any  influence,  if  I  had  any,  in  their  selection. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  why  Mr.  Emery  was  writing  to  you 
about  matters  of  that  kind,  if  you  took  no  interest  in  them? 

Mr.  Towne.  Because  of  his  knowledge  that  1  have  long  had  a  very 
deep  interest  in  labor  legislation. 

Senator  Reed.  Generally  speaking,  you  have  been  opposed  to,  all 
the  bills  that  labor  has  been  urging  upon  Congress  for  a  number  of 
years,  have  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No.  I  have  been  opposed  to  those  which  constituted 
class  legislation,  because  I  am  opposed  to  class  legislation  in  every 
form. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  that  is  so  general — what  one  man  calls 
class  legislation  another  does  not.  You  have  been  opposed  to  eight- 
hour  buls  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  To  some  of  them;  not  to  all.  I  am  not  opposed  to 
the  eight-hour  principle. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  oppose,  and  are  now  opposed  to,  the 
Government  limiting  work  upon  public  contracts  to  eight  hoursr? 
You  are  opposed  to  that  bill,  are  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes;  and  I  nave  been  opposed  to  that  chiefly  on 
public  grounds,  because  I  thought  the  Government  punished  itself 
very  severely  and  unnecessarily  m  the  legislation  of  that  kind  which 
thus  far  has  taken  place.  I  am  not  at  ail  opposed  to  an  eight-hour 
workingman's  day. 

Senator  Reed.  You  have  been  opposed  to  labor  organizations  as 
they  have  been  run,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  Surely,  as  they  have  been  run;  but  not  otherwise, 
because  I  recognize  that  organization  has  done  a  great  deal  for  labor, 
and  can  accomplish  a  great  deal  more,  if  it  is  wisely  led. 

Senator  Reed.  You  nave  been  opposed  to  all  strikes  of  every  kind  f 

Mr.  Towne.  No.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  the  men  are  perfectly 
justified  in  striking  under  some  conditions. 

Senator  Reed.  You  opposed  the  anti-injunction  legislation  ? 
^  Mr.  Towne.  Absolutely;  because  that  proposes  to  put  one  class  of 
citizens  outside  of  the  law,  and  leave  the  rest  of  us  amenable  to  the 
law. 

Senator  Reed.  Generally  speaking,  you  have  been  opposed  to  those 
bills  that  have  been  opposed  here  by  Mr.  Emery,  have  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  know  all  that  he  may  have  opposed. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  have  taken  about  the  same  interest  he  has 
taken  in  the  matter  of  the  personnel  of  the  committees,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  sir;  I  nave  taken  no  interest  at  all  in  that  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  wondering  that  Mr.  Emery  should  have  writ- 
ten you,  on  April  29,  1911,  a  report  like  this: 

I  regret  very  greatly  that  I  missed  seeing  you  in  Washington.    My  return  here  was 
unexpectedly  delayed,  and  1  found  on  inquiry  at  the  Willard  that  you  had  just  left; 
but  Judge  Davenport  told  me  of  having  seen  you,  and  I  was  sorry  to  find  myself  late 
by  an  hour. 
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Whom  did  Judge  Davenport  represent  at  this  time  ? 
Mr.  Towne.  The  American  Antiboycott  Association. 
Senator  Reed.  You  knpw  Judge  Davenport  ? 
Mr.  Towne.  I  do.     I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  knowing  him. 
Senator  Reed.  You  have  been  interested  in  the  antiboycott  move- 
ment, have  you  not? 
Mr.  Towne.  I  have. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  on  from  this  letter  of  April  29: 

The  Lloyd  measure,  to  which  I  called  your  attention,  has  a  well-organized  oppo- 
sition to  it,  which  is  rapidly  growing.  The  Post  Office  Department  will  oppose  it 
vigorously,  and  I  have  the  best  of  assurances  that  the  highest  powers  will  promptly 
face  the  issue.  I  should  like  to  suggest,  in  connection  with  this,  that  you  address  a 
note  to  the  President  expressing  your  opinion  of  the  danger  of  such  measures.  I  know 
that  comment  from  you  will  have  a  beneficial  effect  in  impressing  him  with  the 
serious  concern  of  influential  business  men. 

Now,  that  was  a  bill,  or  a  clause  in  a  bill,  which  proposed  to  allow 
the  post-office  employees  to  organize  if  they  wanted  to.  That  was 
the  bill  referred  to  there  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were  opposed  to  that  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  On  the  same  grounds  on  which  I  should  be  opposed  to 
a  bill  legalizing  a  strike  by  tne  police  department  or  the  fire  depart- 
ment in  the  city  of  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  not  a  question  of  legalizing  a  strike.  It  was 
a  question  of  legalizing,  or  permitting  to  organize  in  that  way.  There 
was  nothing  said  about  a  strike. 

Mr.  Towne.  To  organize  under  conditions  which  implied  the 
power  and  the  right  to  strike  when  they  saw  fit. 

Senator  Reed.  No,  simply  the  right  to  organize,,  was  all  that  was 
in  the  bill.     The  other  is  your  conclusion  or  deduction. 

Mr.  Towne.  My  views  on  that  subject,  Senator,  are  embodied  in 
the  letter  to  Mr.  Emery  which  you  read  a  few  minutes  ago. 

Senator  Reed.  That  they  ought  to  be  put  under  military  service? 

Mr.  Towne.  On  a  quasi-military  basis;  that  is  to  say,  that  the  mode 
of  redress  for  grievances  should  not  consist  in  disrupting  the  public 
service. 

Senator  Reed.  And  when  they  were  in  the  military  service,  and 
struck,  and  were  thus  guilty  of  a  mutiny,  as  you  term  it,  would  you 
be  in  favor  of  drumhead  courts-martial,  and  trying  them  under 
martial  law  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  ask  you  again  to  read  my  letter  fairly.  I  do  not 
say  it  would  be  mutiny  in  the  case  of  civil  employees.  I  say  it  would 
be  mutiny  in  the  case  of  the  Army  or  Navy.     That  is  my  view. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  here: 

A  strike  by  enlisted  men  would  be  mutiny,  the  punishment  for  which,  of  course, 
should  be  fixed  by  law. 

Mr.  Towne.  Precisely.  I  did  not  say  that  it  should  be  decapita- 
tion or  hanging. 

Senator  Keed.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  severity  of  the  penalty. 
I  am  talking  about  the  tribunal  before  which  you  proposed  to  try 
these  men. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  say  that  that  should  be  fixed  by  law. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  read  on  from  this  letter  of  Mr.  Emery  to  you: 

I  can  not  forbear  inclosing  a  couple  of  resolutions,  one  of  which,  that  of  Mr.  Berger, 
is  merely  an  illustration  of  the  attempt  to  use  Congress  in  a  labor  issue.  The  second, 
however,  House  resolution  No.  90,  is  now  before  the  Committee  on  Labor,  and  has 
a  very  serious  purpose  behind  it.  I  attended  the  first  hearing  on  it  yesterday  morn- 
ing and  was  very  much  impressed  with  the  complete  union  domination  of  the 
committee. 

Do  you  remember  what  that  second  resolution,  No.  90,  was  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  proceeds: 

The  new  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Labor  is  the  secretary-treasurer  of 
the  International  Mine  Workers  and  the  majority  member  is  Mr.  Frank  Buclianan, 
of  Chicago,  the  retiring  president  of  the  structural  iron  workers'  union  of  that  city, 
an  organization  under  more  than  strong  suspicion  of  having  been  implicated  in  dyna- 
miting outrages  in  the  vicinity  of  that  city. 

In  order  to  close  all  avenues  of  information  to  the  committee  or,  rather,  to  retain 
control  of  them,  Mr.  Wilson,  as  chairman,  has  his  daughter  as  clerk  of  the  committee 
and  his  wife  as  janitress  of  the  committee,  a  situation  which  suggests  a  well-known 
whisky  ad.— "  Wilson,  that's  all." 

Do  you  know  why  he  should  write  you  about  the  personnel  of  this 
committee  in  this  way  if  you  were  not  interested  in  the  committees  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No  reason,  except  the  fact  that  at  occasional  intervals 
we  met  here  when  I  was  in  Washington,  our  acquaintance  having 
come  about  through  an  introduction  by  our  mutual  friend,  Judge 
Davenport,  and  from  time  to  time  he  would  write  to  me  or  I  to  him 
concerning  the  matters  which  we  discussed  during  our  casual  meet- 
ings in  this  city. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  trying  to  get  the  breadth  and  scope  of  your 
personal  interest.  Of  course,  I  understand  you  distinguish  between 
that  and  your  official  interest.     The  letter  proceeds : 

The  purpose  of  this  Pepper  resolution  is  hardly  disclosed  on  its  face.  It  is  ostensibly 
aimed  at  tne  introduction  into  the  Watertown  Arsenal  by  the  War  Department  of  the 
Taylor  system.  I  have  no  doubt  you  are  familiar  with  its  general  purposes,  for  it  is 
merely  one  of  many  schemes  for  the  conservation  of  waste  in  methods  and  improving 
the  efficiency  of  men  which  have  received  so  much  attention  from  American  business 
men  in  recent  years. 

Speaking  broadly,  the  Taylor  system  is  known  as  the  speeding  up 
system,  whereby  one  man  wno  is  very  active  or  a  good  worker  is  put 
at  some  point  in  the  industry  where  his  work  becomes  the  measure  of 
that  of  others,  and  it  has  been  bitterly  cried  out  against  by  union 
labor  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  about  as  correct  a  definition  of  the  Taylor 
system  as  would  be  the  statement  that  a  surgeon  is  a  blood-letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  a  what  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  A  blood-letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  I  may  be  in  error,  because  I  have  never 
applied  this  system,  and,  frankly,  I  have  not  studied  it  greatly;  but  I 
thought  you  nad  studied  it  and  put  it  in  force,  and  that  you  would 
know.  Has  the  Taylor  system  anything  at  all  to  do  with  increasing 
the  speed  of  employees  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  increasing  the  efficiency 
of  employees. 

Senator  Reed.  How  about  increasing  the  speed  of  machinery,  so 
that  people  working  have  to  keep  up — just  that  one  little  item  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Lot  me  illustrate  one  development  of  the  Taylor 
*  ystem.     It  has  led  to  the  discovery  \taa\»  \jy  laying  the  bricks  in  a 
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wail,  one  of  the  oldest  arts  in  civilization,  more  than  60  per  cent  of 
the  motions  made  by  the  mason  are  an  absolute  waste  of  time,  a 
waste  of  efficiency,  and  of  his  labor  and  strength,  and  by  the  develop- 
ment of  this  system  he  has  been  taught  how  to  eliminate  that  waste 
and  that  much  labor,  and  to  do  the  same  amount  of  work  with  lesa 
than  half  the  effort  that  he  required  before.  That  is  one  illustration 
of  what  this  system  stands  for. 

Senator  Reed.  My  question  was  a  very  limited  one.  I  asked  you 
if  the  Taylor  system  nad  anything  to  do  with  what  is  known  as 
speeding  up  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  It  has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Has  it  not  been  bitterly  cried  out  against  by  labor? 

Mr.  Towne.  Precisely  as  labor  cried  out  against  the  introduction 
of  the  steam  engine  and  the  power  loom. 

Senator  Reed.  But  for  quite  a  different  purpose. 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  for  speeding  up. 

Senator  Reed.  This  relates  to  numan  work — hand  work — and  the 
steam  engine  and  the  power  loom  took  the  place  of  hand  work. 

Mr.  Towne.  The  Taylor  system  implies  that  a  man  can  do  the 
same  amount  of  work  more  easily  than  heretofore. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  it  is  in  force  in  the  LawrencQ 
factories,  where  they  nad  the  strike,  and  whether  they  put  it  in  force 
there  some  time  prior  to  the  strike  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  am  not  informed  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  letter  proceeds: 

The  real  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to  get  a  pat  committee  to  condemn  the  appli- 
cation of  scientific  methods  aimed  at  removing  tne  present  inexcusable  and  extrava- 
gant manner  of  doing  public  business  by  pleading  that  these  are  schemes  designed  to 
unduly  speed  up  the  workman,  wear  him  out,  and  throw  him  into  the  junk  heap;  and 
if  a  committee  of  Congress  will  reach  a  conclusion  of  this  kind  and  the  Democratic 
House  will  indorse  it,  it  can  be  made  a  powerful  argument  with  the  public  against  the 
introduction  of  similar  methods  in  private  business.  I  am  watching  the  development 
of  hearings  with  great  interest. 

To  that  letter  you  replied,  and  the  number  of  the  letter  in  the 
House  print  is  H.  K.  163.  The  date  of  the  letter  is  May  1,  1911.  In 
it  you  say: 

I  happened  this  afternoon  to  meet  Mr.  James  M.  Dodge,  of  Philadelphia,  to  whom 
I  have  lent  the  copy  of  House  resolution  No.  90  which  you  sent  me,  for  use  to-morrow 
when  he  expects  to  have  Mr.  Fred  W.  Taylor  and  Secretary  Meyer  as  his  guests  at 
dinner.  I  also  gave  him  a  copy  of  that  part  of  your  letter  which  describes  the  com* 
position  of  the  Committee  on  Labor.  I  am  sure  that  he  will  make  good  use  of  both 
to-morrow  evening,  especially  to  impress  on  our  friend  Taylor  the  importance  of  ar» 
ranging  for  proper  evidence  to  be  given  at  the  hearings  on  the  bill. 

Was  Mr.  Taylor  the  author  of  the  Taylor  system? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  was  and  is — Mr.  F.  W.  Taylor. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Taylor  was  going  to  have  dinner  with  Secretary 
Meyer,  was  he  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  infer  so  from  the  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  gave  this  to  Mr.  Taylor  so  that  Mr.  Taylor, 
at  this  dinner  with  Secretary  Meyer,  could  take  up  the  subject  of  this 
investigation 

Mr.  Towne.  And  enlighten  him  as  to  what  the  real  significance  of 
the  Taylor  system  is. 

Senator  Reed.  Would  you  regard  that  as  a  public  hearing,  or  as  a 
private  and  confidential  hearing! 
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Mr.  Towne.  It  was  simply  a  social  meeting,  as  I  understood. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  thought  that  a  social  meeting  was  of  course 
a  good  time  to  exercise  a  little  influence,  if  possible  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  thought,  and  still  think,  that  a  good  time  to  en- 
lighten a  public  officer  concerning  facts  in  regard  to  which  he  has  been 
misinformed,  is  any  time  that  you  can  reach  him  properly. 

Senator  Reed.  1  thought  so.  In  other  words,  you  do  not  confine 
your  activities  to  the  matter  of  coming  out  in  a  public  hearing,  where 
all  sides  can  be  heard,  but  you  rather  prefer  a  dinner  party,  where 
you  can  talk  in  a  confidential  way  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  quite  gratuitous  on  your  part,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  mean  to  be  unpleasant.  It  is  just  my  way 
of  phrasing  the  statement. 

Mr.  Towne.  On  the  contrary,  I  prefer  a  larger  forum  in  which  to 
state  my  convictions  about  public  matters,  when  I  feel  that  I  under- 
stand the  subject;  but  on  the  other  hand,  I  am  glad  to  avail  myself 
of  other  opportunities  to  express  my  views  to  people  who  are  con- 
cerned, and  especially  to  those  who  may  have  a  voice  in  shaping 
legislation  affecting  these  matters,  when  1  can  get  at  them  in  other 
ways. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  James  M.  Dodge,  of  Philadelphia,  who 
gave  this  little  dinner  to  Fred  W.  Taylor  and  Secretary  Meyer  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  is  chairman  of  the  board  of  the  Link  Belt  Manu- 
facturing Co.  of  Philadelphia,  an  engineer  manufacturer  of  national 
standing. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  he  a  member  of  any  association  that  you  belong 
to? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  he  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  or  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  Either  he  or  his  concern  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  He  and  I  are  both  members  of  the  National  Society 
of  Mechanical  Engineers,  but  that  is  a  professional  society. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice*  a  letter  of  May  22,  written  by  Mr.  Emery 
to  you,  which  reads: 

Continuous  hearings  have  been  had  upon  the  Lloyd  bill  or  La  Follette  bill,  which- 
ever one  wishes  to  call  it,  the  measure  having  to  do,  as  you  will  remember,  with  per- 
mitting Government  employees  to  join  organizations  affiliating  with  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor. 

I  understand  that  you  were  not  at  all  opposed  to  labor  organizations  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Not  in  the  least. 

Senator  Reed.  But  are  you  opposed  to  people  in  the  public  service 
having  an  organization  of  their  own,  which  might  become  affiliated 
in  some  way  with  the  ordinary  labor  organizations  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  if  I  construe  your  question  exactly  as  you  put 
it.  I  am  not  opposed  to  organizations  among  Government  employees 
for  beneficiary  purposes;  but  if  they  go  beyond  that  point,  where  it 
is  intended  or  made  feasible  for  any  group  of  public  employees,  by 
combination  among  themselves  or  with  others,  to  disrupt  or  interrupt 
the  public  service,  then  I  hold  that  such  an  organization  is  incom- 
patible with  public  duty. 
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Senator  Reed.  Yes;  we  might  all  agree  on  that.  The  question  I 
am  trying  to  get  at,  Mr.  Towne,  is  whether  you  objected  to  permitting 
the  Government  employees  to  organize  as  a  labor  organization  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  If  they  were  to  be  affiliated  with  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor,  I  should  say  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  your  friendship  for  labor  organizations 
does  not  extend  to  the  point  where  you  are  willing  to  let  anybody 
working  for  the  Government  belong  to  labor  organizations  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No;  I  would  put  it  this  way,  that  my  friendship  for 
the  people — for  the  public — is  greater  than  my  friendship  for  any  class 
or  part  of  the  public. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  must  regard  these  institutions  as  inimical 
to  the  public  welfare  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  What  institutions  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Labor  organizations. 

Mr.  Towne.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  If  they  are  consistent  with  the  public  welfare,  then 
why  would  you  oppose  the  organizations  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Because  it  is  a  proposition  to  extend  the  sphere  and 
the  influence  of  organized  labor  into  the  Government,  among  the 
Government  employees,  and  I  think  that  would  be  prejudicial  to  the 
interests  of  the  whole  public. 

Senator  Reed.  It  would  be  prejudicial  because  you  fear  they  might 
at  some  time  assert  themselves^  and  interfere  with  the  public  service, 
and  you  feel 

Mr.  Towne.  They  might  disrupt  the  service. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  feel  sure  that  if  they  were  so  organized  they 
might  become  affiliated  with  the  American  Federation  or  Labor  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Or  some  other  body  that  pursues  like  policies.  If  you 
will  refer  to  my  original  letter,  which  started  this  whole  discussion,  you 
will  see  that  I  applied  my  views — or  theory,  if  you  call  it  such — not  only 
to  Government  employees,  but  to  all  public  corporations.  I  think  the 
same  rule  should  apply  in  the  case  of  railroads,  telegraph  companies 
and  telephone  companies;  that  no  group  of  employees  snould  have  it 
in  their  power  legally  to  disrupt  any  important  public  function  or 
service. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  would  bar  from  the  right  to  organize  in 
the  way  which  we  are  discussing,  first  all  men  working  directly  for  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  and  that  would  be  one  group  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  To  organize  under  conditions  which 

Senator  Reed.  To  organize  as  labor  organizations  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No  On  the  contrary  I  am  perfectly  willing  for  them 
to  organize,  and  I  concede  unqualifiedly  tne  right  of  these  men  to 
organize,  for  beneficiary  purposes — to  organize  for  any  proper  pur- 
pose; but  when  it  includes  tne  possibility  of  their  combining  or  con- 
spiring together  to  disrupt  the  public  service,  I  say  that  there  the  law 
ought  to  stop  them. 

Senator  Reed.  What  you  mean  when  you  say  "beneficiary  pur- 

Eoses"  is  that  they  might  have  an  insurance  organization,  they  might 
ave  a  social  organization,  but  they  could  not  nave  a  labor  organiza- 
tion as  we  commonly  use  the  term. 

Mr.  Towne.  No;  because  we  commonly  use  the  term  to  include  the 
right  to  strike  or  boycott. 
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Senator  Reed.  We  use  commonly  the  term  to  embrace  what  are 
known  as  labor  organizations,  most  of  which  are  affiliated,  directly  or 
indirectly,  with  the  American  Federation  of  Labor. 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes;  and  which  include  the  right  to  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  And  which  you  say  every  human  being  has. 

Mr.  Towne.  Has  what  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  right  to  strike. 

Mr.  Towne.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  I  thought  you  said  you  did  agree  that  men  had 
the  right  to  organize  and  to  strike? 

Mr.  Towne.  No,  I  do  not  say  that  men  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States  have  the  right  to  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  talking  about  laboring  people. 

Mr.  Towne.  We  are  all  laborers,  Senator.  I  consider  myself  a 
laborer.     I  work  with  my  head. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  do  not  think  all  men  have  the  right  to 
organize  and  to  strike? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  think  the  men  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  or  in  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  or  in  the  police  department 
of  the  city  of  New  York,  or  in  the  fire  department  of  rhiladelpnia,  have 
any  right  to  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  .you  do  not  think  that  the  men  in  the  service 
of  the  United  States  have  a  right  to  organize  in  labor  organizations, 
if  there  nrght  be  any  possibility  of  a  strike  coming  t&ough  such 
an  organization  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  No.  I  argue  that  they  should  not  have  the  right  under 
the  law  to  organize  in  any  form  which  carries  with  it  the  ability  and 
power  to  strike,  and  thereby  disrupt  the  public  service. 

Senator  Reed.  I  just  want  to  get  this  one  fact.  You  extend  that 
beyond  the  employees  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and 
say  that  it  ought  to  apply  to  telegraph  employees  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do. 

Senator  Reed.  And,  of  course,  to  telephone  employees  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes,  and  the  railroads. 

Senator  Reed.  The  railroads,  the  street  railroads 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  To  all  public  service  institutions  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  waterworks  and  electric-light  plants  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Everything  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Exactly. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wanted  to  get  your  views,  and  you  say  you  would 
put  them  all,  if  you  could,  under  this  quasi  military  arrangement? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  would  say  to  any  man  who  wants  to  enter  tne  employ 
of  a  street  railway  or  a  city  waterworks,  "If  you  want  service  here, 
if  we  find  you  are  qualified  for  it,  you  must  sign  an  agreement  cover- 
ing certain  mutual  conditions,  that  we  will  do  certain  things  for  you 
in  the  way  of  salary  and  provisions  for  your  health  and  safety  and 
comfort,  and  you  in  turn  must  agree  to  certain  other  things,  among 
which,  and  vitally  important  among  them,  is  that  you  will  not  con- 
spire to  disrupt  the  public  service.  You  need  not  enter  our  service 
it  jroxx  do  not  want  to;  but  if  you  do,  you  must  conform  to  these con- 
ditions. " 
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Senator  Reed.  I  notice  in  this  letter  of  yours,  which  you  say 
started  all  this — and  it  did — you  say: 

I  have  long  held  and  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  only  complete  and  adequate 
protection  ot  the  public — 

And  of  course  you  are  in  favor  of  adequately  protecting  the 
public — 

against  intolerable  oppression  by  organized  labor  in  the  case  of  public-service  and 
pubUc-utility  corporations  will  consist  in  legislation  whereby  employment  in  the 
service  of  such  corporations  will  be  put  on  a  quasi-military  footing;  that  is,  will 
involve  "enlistment"  either  in  the  form  which  now  applies  to  the  Army  and  Navy, 
or  in  the  form  which  now  applies  to  the  police  and  fire  departments  under  municipal 
government.  Such  service  is  voluntary,  not  compulsory,  and  no  fair  argument  can 
be  advanced  against  imposing  conditions  reasonably  needed  for  the  protection  of  the 
public  welfare  on  individuals  who  voluntarily  seek  to  engage  in  such  service.  A 
strike  by  enlisted  men  would  be  mutiny,  the  punishment  for  which,  of  course,  should 
be  fixed  by  law. 

You  would  like  to  have  that  applied  to  all  these  classes  of  men 
we  have  spoken  about,  that  is  the  Government  service  and  the 
quasi-public  service,  which  embraces  railroads,  street  cars,  tele- 
phones, electric  lights,  telephone-telegraph  companies,  waterworks, 
and  that  class  of  service  —you  would  like  to  put  them  all  under  this 
military 

Mr.  Towne.  Quasi-military. 

Senator  -Reed.  Quasi-military  arrangement.  You  would  then 
have  about  how  many  million  men  in  the  United  States  under  a 
quasi-military  service,  and  liable  to  mutiny  charges  if  they  quit 

'tfork? 

Mr.  Towne.  Your  question  is  quite  a  long  one.  I  must  ask  the 
privilege 

Senator  Reed.  You  would  then  have  about  how  many  million  men 
employed  in  this  way  and  liable  to  this  kind  of  treatment  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  do  not  know  how  many  men  that  might  mean. 
Probably  not  less  than  5,000,000;  and  I  believe  that  with  these  vast 
and  vastly  important  services  organized  on  that  basis,  not  only 
would  the  public  be  protected  against  what  has  in  recent  years  been 
a  constant  menace  to  it  in  health  and  safety  and  comfort,  but  also 
that  the  employees  concerned  would  find  themselves  ultimately  on  a 
a  better,  far  more  satisfactory  and  stable  basis  than  they  are  on  to-day. 
The  use  of  the  word  "  mutiny "  in  my  letter,  which  you  dwell  on,  if  the 
letter  is  fairly  read  refers  to  the  Army  and  Navy,  that  a  corre- 
sponding condition  would  exist  in  the  case  of  a  strike  of  civil  em- 
ployees engaged  on  an  enlistment  basis;  but  obviously  the  proper 
word  to  define  that  would  be  something  else  than  "mutiny,"  or  else 
we  would  have  to  restrict  our  ideas  concerning  mutiny.  It  would 
mean  a  violation  of  their  contract  which  would  subject  them  to  civil 
penalties  of  some  kind  to  be  defined  in  the  law. 

Senator  Reed.  Criminal  penalties  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Civil  penalties.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  would 
be  criminal  or  not.  I  am  not  a  lawmaker  as  you  are,  Senator,  but  I 
am  quite  confident  that  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
this  country  have  the  combined  ability  to  formulate  wise  legislation 
of  that  kind ;  and  I  predict  that  sooner  or  later  we  will  come  to  it,  and 
that  everybody  concerned,  the  people  and  the  employees  involved, 
will  be  happier  and  better  than  they  are  to-day. 


3988      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  been  held  that  stock-yard  companies  are 
quasi-public  corporations.  Would  you  extend  this  to  the  men  who 
punch  cattle  down  in  the  stockyards  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  I  would  rather  have  that  question  answered  by  the 
wisdom  of  Congress  than  by  my  lack  of  wisdom. 

Senator  Reed.  If  you  are  going  to  wait  until  Congress  answers  that 
question,  I  am  afraid  you  wiU  wait  so  long  that  I  will  be  dead  a  good 
many  years.  I  just  want  to  see  how  far  you  would  extend  it.  Stock- 
yard companies  have  been  held  to  be  quasi-public  institutions,  and 
grain  elevators 

Mr.  Towne.  I  should  say  no. 

Senator  Reed.  Grain  elevators  have  been  held  to  be  quasi-public 
institutions. 

Mr.  Towne.  I  should  say  no. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  would  you  not  also  extend  that?  The  idea 
that  you  have  is  based  upon  interference  with  the  public  welfare  and 
public  convenience.  Now,  as  steel  is  a  great  public  necessity,  and 
even  railroads  can  not  run  unless  they  can  get  steel,  and  street  rail- 
roads can  not  run  unless  they  can  get  steel,  and  waterworks  can  not 
run  unless  they  can  get  steel,  and  tne  whole  business  of  the  country 
would  be  tied  up  permanently  if  they  could  not  get  steel,  why  not 
extend  it  to  the  employees  of  the  Steel  Trust,  and  put  them  under  a 
military  organization  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Because  your  statement  is  not  in  accord  with  the  facts. 
We  can  get  steel  from  other  parts  of  the  world,  even  if  the  whole 
American  supply  were  temporarily  cut  off;  but  if  the  attempt  should 
be  made  to  close  down  the  waterworks  of  the  city  of  New  York,  it 
would  mean  death  and  destruction  to  5,000,000  people  within  24 
hours.     That  is  a  totally  different  proposition. 

Senator  Reed.  But  is  there  no  other  remedy  for  that  except  a 
military  remedy  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  We  have  not  yet  found  any. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  pursued  this  much  further  than  I  intended. 
I  take  it  that  these  letters  which  have  been  produced  by  Mr.  Emery, 
and  turned  over  to  the  House  committee,  are  correct.  1  take  it  that 
you  admit  their  correctness  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Undoubtedly. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  will  you  kindly  furnish  this  committee  with 
the  balance  of  the  correspondence  which  passed  between  you  and 
Mr.  Emery,  or  any  correspondence  you  may  have  had  with  Mr. 
James  E.  Watson,  or  anybody 

Mr.  Towne.  I  never  had  any  in  my  life. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  possibly  your  recol- 
lection might  be  in  error,  and  therefore  I  ask  you  to  look  in  your  files. 

That  is  all. 

Mr.  Towne.  Just  one  statement,  if  you  please.  I  will  take  pleasure 
in  furnishing  these  letters  which  passed  between  Mr.  Emery  and  me. 
but  will  ask  that  it  be  kept  in  mind  that  they  are  simply  personal 
letters  between  two  gentlemen  who  happened  to  have  matters  of 
mutual  interest,  concerning  which  from  time  to  time  they  exchanged 
information  or  views. 

Mr.  Emery.  May  I  make  an  inquiry  or  two  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Emery.  I  should  like  to  ask  a  few  questions  of  the  witness 
respecting  these  letters  about  which  the  Senator  has  examined. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  McCarter  had  better  examine  the  witness. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  was  absent  during  a  portion  of  the  examination 
by  Senator  Reed. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  make  an  exception  this  time.  We  have 
been  here  too  long  now,  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  Emery.  The  delay  is  not  due  to  us. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  asked  to  hold 
the  witness  over,  and  it  was  stated  to  me  that  it  would  be  a  great 
hardship  to  him,  and  I  said,  "Then  I  will  tell  you  what  I  will  do.  I 
will  take  the  testimony  and  submit  it  to  the  committee  afterwards, 
and  they  can  receive  it  or  not  as  they  see  fit." 

The  Chairman.  They  will  receive  it;  it  will  be  printed  in  the 
record.  But  be  as  brief  as  you  can,  Mr.  Emery.  We  will  make  an 
exception  this  time,  and  allow  you  to  question  the  witness. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Towne,  you  have  displayed,  as  a  business  man. 
an  interest  in  all  legislation  pertaining  to  what  is  commonly  called 
labor  legislation. 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  Emery.  And  during  the  conversations  you  have  had  with  me 
from  time  to  time,  during  the  course  of  our  intermittent  meetings, 
we  discussed,  did  we  not,  various  matters  relating  to  industrial  legis- 
lation pending  before  the  House  or  Senate  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Emery.  And  I  made  statements  to  you  from  time  to  time,  in 
writing  or  orally,  as  to  the  efforts  being  made  by  organized  labor  to 
secure  certain  legislation  in  the  principles  of  which  you  exhibited  an 
interest  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  You  are  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  are  you  not  t 

Mr.  Towne.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  use  of  asking  that  question? 

Mr.  Emery.  As  a  foundation  for  the  next  question,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  that  you  did  not  have  the  right,  individually 
or  through  a  Representative,  to  express  your  opposition  to  legislation 
to  the  principles  of  which  you  were  antagonistic  ? 

Mr.  Towne.  Qn  the  contrary,  I  conceived  not  only  that  I  had  a 
right  to  try  to  reach  Representatives  and  Senators  in  regard  to  such 
matters,  but  that  I  was  rendering  a  public  service,  and  that  there 
rested  on  me  and  other  citizens  who  nave  reasonable  liberty  as  to 
their  time  and  work,  an  obligation  to  endeavor  to  enlighten  our 
Representatives  in  Congress  concerning  public  sentiment  in  regard  to 
pending  matters  of  legislation,  and  particularly  where  such  matters 
were  technical  in  their  character  and  outside  of  the  usual  field  of  the 
experience  of  Members  of  the  Senate  and  House,  and  where  possibly 
my  own  personal  experience  was  larger,  and  therefore  might  be  useful 
and  helpiul  to  them  in  forming  their  conclusions. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  think  that  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  stand  adjourned,  as  before 
agreed,  until  11  o'clock  to-morrow. 

(At  1.15  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until  Thurs- 
day, August  14,  1913,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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THTJBSDAY,  AUGUST  14,   1918. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
The  subcommittee  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  and  Cum- 
toins. 

TESTIMONY   OF   S.   CRISTY  MEAD. 

(The  witness  was  sworn  by  the  chairman.) 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Mead,  what  position  do  you  hold  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  am  secretary  of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New 
York. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  where  is  your  residence  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  am  a  resident  of  New  York. 

Mr.  McCarter.  How  long  have  you  been  secretary  of  the  Mer- 
chants' Association  of  Now  York  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Since  its  incorporation  in  1897. 

Mr.  McCarter.  As  such  secretary  do  you  remember  receiving 
some  kind  of  a  communication  from  a  Mr.  Ricsenberg  touching  a 
proposed  convention  with  regard  to  a  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  do. 

Senator  Reed.  Can  we  not  abbreviate  this  ?  I  think  there  will  be 
no  dispute  about  Mr.  Riesonberg  having  sent  out  those  invitations 
over  his  own  name. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  remember  when  that  communication  was 
received  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  first  communication  from  Mr.  Riesenberg  was 
received  in  December,  1908. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  what  was  the  nature  of  that  communication  f 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  just  what  I  want  to  avoid.  I  think  there 
will  be  no  dispute  about  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  have  a  copy  of  that  letter.  There  is  a  copy  of 
it  here,  is  there  not  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Emery.  Undoubtedly  there  is,  in  Mr.  Schwedtman's  cor- 
respondence. 

Mr.  Mead.  This  communication  to  which  I  refer  was  not  the 
invitation  to  the  convention.  It  was  a  letter  from  Mr.  Riesenberg, 
if  I  recollect  correctly,  over  his  signature  as  chairman  of  the  committee 
on  arrangements,  or  something  of  that  sort,  in  which  he  invited  the 
Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  to  be  one  of  a  number  of  organi- 
zations to  join  in  subsequently  calling  a  convention  on  tariff  com- 
mission, to  be  held  in  Indianapolis.  That  communication  was 
received  in  December,  1908. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  will  not  go  over  what  Mr.  Towne  stated  about 
that. 

Senator  Reed.  Yrou  have  not  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir.  Subsequently,  in  December,  that  was  laid  be- 
fore the  executive  committee  of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New 
York.  We  were  not  sure  whether  that  convention  was  intended  to 
be  solely  for  tariff  commission  advocacy,  or  on  the  contrary  whether 
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it  might  not  be  intended  for  the  advocacy  of  some  form  of  tariff 
per  se. 

In  order  to  ascertain  the  real  intention,  we  corresponded  with 
Mr.  Riesenberg,  and  were  assured  that  the  convention  was  to  be 
exclusively  for  tariff  commission  discussion.  And  thereupon,  on 
January  4,  1909,  our  executive  committee  accepted  the  suggestion 
from  Mr.  Riesenberg  that  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York 
join  with  other  organizations  in  calling  a  convention.  Mr.  Riesenberg 
was  so  notified,  and  at  the  same  time  the  executive  committee  author- 
ized our  president  to  appoint  a  delegation  representing  the  associa- 
tion to  attend  the  convention;  so  that  the  Merchants'  Association  of 
New  York  was  one  of  a  number  of  organizations  which  joined  in  the 
call  for  the  convention  at  Indianapolis,  held  in  February,  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  sign  that  call  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No;  we  authorized  the  printing  of  our  names  upon  the 
printed  call. 

Senator  Reed.  And  Riesenberg  printed  it  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  printed  a  lot  more,  I  suppose  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  recollection  is  there  were  something  like  perhaps 
10  or  15  organizations  which  joined  in  the  call. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Without  going  into  details,  you  were  a  delegate 
to  that  convention.  Have  you  with  you  the  treasurer's  books  of  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  have  (producing  book). 

Mr.  McCarter.  How  does  that  book  happen  to  be  in  your 
possession  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Mr.  Henry  R.  Towne  was  appointed  pr  selected  as 
treasurer  of  the  committee  of  one  hundred,  as  it  was  originally 
called,  and  at  the  same  time  was  president  of  the  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York,  and  as  a  matter  of  convenience  to  him  the 
account  book  was  kept  in  the  office  of  the  Merchants'  Association 
of  New  York,  under  my  general  personal  surperyision. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Does  that  book  indicate  that  the  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York  made  an  early  advance  to  this  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association,  for  its  urgent  expenses? 

Mr.  Mead.  It  does. 

Mr.  McCarter.  When  and  to  what  amount  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  April  12,  1909,  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York 
loaned  to  the  committee  $1,000,  which  was  sent  directly  to  Mr.  H.  E. 
Miles,  who  was  the  chairman  of  the  executive  committee. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  find  in  that  book  anywhere  any  entry  of 
a  contribution  on  the  part  of,  or  by,  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  do. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  do  you  find  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  find  that  there  was  a  contribution  of  $1,000  from  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  not  just  introduce  the  book,  and  then 
call  our  attention  to  the  particular  items  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  want  to  leave  the  book  here.  It  has 
nothing  to  do  with  this  case,  except  for  these  entries;  and  I  think  this 
will  be  quicker,  Senator.  It  will  not  take  any  unnecessary  time^  "L 
think. 
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Mr.  Mead.  On  the  one  side  it  reads: 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  not  received  by  Mr.  Towne,  but  paid  to 
James  E.  Watson  through  Mr.  Miles,  $1,000. 

On  the  other  side  it  reads: 

Contribution  by  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  paid  to  James  £.  Watson, 
through  Mr.  Miles,  did  not  pass  through  Mr.  Towne 'a  hands,  $1,000. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Do  you  find  any  entry  of  any  other  contribution 
by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  than  this  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir;  and  that  is  true  to  the  present  day. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Does  this  book  contain  statements  of  how  much 
was  paid  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  entries  in  the  book  show  the  payments  that  were 
made  directly  by  Mr.  Towne,  as  treasurer,  to  Mr.  Watson,  and  also,  in 
memorandum  form,  the  amounts  which  were  paid  directly  by  Mr. 
Miles  to  Mr.  Watson.  I  can  give  them  chronologically  if  the  com- 
mittee desires. 

Mr.  McCarteb.  I  wish  you  would,  quickly. 

Mr.  Mead.  By  the  memorandum,  covering  the  information  I  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Miles,  on  April  8  Mr.  Miles  paid  to  Mr.  Watson  the 
sum  of  $500.  On  April  15,  Mr.  Miles  paid  to  Mr.  Watson  the  sum 
of  $250. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  first  date,  April  8  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  April  8. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  second  date  is  April  15  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  On  April  8,  $500;  on  April  15,  $250.  April  26,  paid  by 
Mr.  Towne  directly  as  treasurer — because  the  account  was  then  in 
existence — $250.  July  1,  paid  directly  by  Mr.  Towne,  $750.  July  12, 
paid  by  Mr.  Towne  as  treasurer,  $500.  July  21,  paid  by  Mr.  Towne 
as  treasurer,  $500;  and  in  the  meantime,  $1,000  paid  through  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  directly  to  Mr.  Watson,  cover- 
ing the  contribution  of  $1,000  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  now,  wait.    What  is  your  entry  there  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  entry  is  a  memorandum  made  in  my  own  hand- 
writing in  the  summer  of  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  Read  the  memorandum. 

Mr.  Mead.  It  reads : 

Paid  by  Van  Cleave  1,000. 

That  is,  paid  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  That 
is  a  memorandum  covering  the  entries,  which  I  have  read  into  the 
evidence,  contained  in  the  account  itself. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  makes  a  total  payment  of  how  much  to  Mr. 
Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  $3,750. 

Mr.  McCarter.  And  the  last  payment  under  what  date  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  July  21,  1909. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Does  this  book  show  from  what  sources  the  Na- 
tional Tariff  Commission  Association  received  its  contributions  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  It  does. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  do  not  care  to  go  into  that  at  length,  but  are 
they  from  widely  separate  sources  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Practically  all  over  the  United  States. 
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Mr.  McCarter.  In  varying  amounts  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  think  the  lowest  is  $10.  They  are  from  $10  up  to 
$1,000. 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  is  the  total  amount  raised  by  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  total  amount  raised  is  approximately  $45,000. 
That  includes,  however,  the  repayments  of  loans ;  so  that  by  exclud- 
ing those  it  makes  the  total  net  receipts  about  $39,000. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  total  amount  paid  out.  Of  course  the 
loans  were  used  for  the  purposes  of  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  loans  were  used  by  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association  and  subsequently  paid  back  to  the  sources  from  which 
they  were  borrowed. 

Mr.  McCarter.  How  much,  if  you  know,  did  the  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York,  from  time  to  time  during  the  life  of  this  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association,  advance  to  the  latter  for  its  financial 
needs? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  total  amount  of  money  which  the  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation at  one  time  and  another  loaned  to  the  National  Tariff  Com- 
mission Association 

Mr.  McCarter.  As  distinguished  from  its  contributions 


Mr. Mead  (continuing).  Has  been  $4,250;  while  its  contributions 
from  1909  up  to  date  have  been  $500  a  year,  amounting  to  $2,500. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association 
still  an  organization  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  With  an  office  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Where  is  the  office  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No.  233  Broadway,  New  York. 

Mr.  McCarter.  WTio  is  its  executive  head  at  the  present  time  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  John  C.  Cobb  of  Boston  is  president,  and  Henry  T.  Wills 
of  New  York  is  secretary. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  Mr.  Towne  stilt  treasurer  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Mr.  Towne  is  still  treasurer. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  think  that  is  all  we  desire  to  bring  out  from  this 
witness. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  see  the  book.  [After  examination 
of  book  ]  Does  this  book,  beginning  at  page  2,  show  various  contribu- 
tions, the  amounts  received,  and  from  whom  received? 

Mr.  Mead.  It  does. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  kindly  show  where  the  expenses  or  pay- 
ments are  indicated  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Here  [indicating]. 

Senator  Reed.  On  the  right-hand  page  ? 

Mr.  Mead  Yes;  on  the  right-hand  page,  until  you  reach  page  75, 
where  the  right-hand  column  is  then  a  continuation  of  the  left  nand. 
The  payments  have  not  caught  up  to  the  receipts,  in  the  space  occu- 
pied m  the  book,  and  therefore  as  a  matter  of  conserving  space  in  the 
took  we  use  both  sides  of  the  page,  from  page  74  on,  to  cover  the 
receipts. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  are  the  expenditures  recorded  for  that 
period  of  time  ?  They  appear  in  the  other  pages  of  the  book^  be.twfc 
that,  do  they? 
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Mr.  Mead.  No  sir;  they  are  on  the  odd  numbered  pages,  from 
pages  3  to  55,  inclusive. 

Senator  Reed.  From  page  55  on,  where  do  the  expenditures 
appear? 

Mr.  Mead.  Page  55  includes  expenditures  to  date. 

Senator  Reed.  That  carries  your  expenditures  down  to  date,  and 
from  page  55  on  in  the  book,  it  shows  receipts  alone  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  It  shows  receipts  alone,  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  In  the  regular  pen  and  ink  written  part  of  this 
book,  which  part  of  it  begins  at  page  2,  the  first  item  tnat  I  find  is 
dated  April  15,  1909? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  regularly  written  pen  and  ink  entry  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes;  but  above  that 

Senator  Reed.  But  above  that,  above  the  line  in  the  book  where 
entries  would  ordinarily  be  made,  is  written  in  pencil: 

1909,  Apr.  12,  loan  fr.  M.  A.  of  N.  Y.,  (not  deposited.    Sent  to  Miles)  $1,000. 

Who  made  that  entry? 

Mr.  Mead.  That  was  made  by  the  same  man  who  made  all  the 
rest.  It  was  made  in  pencil  because  of  the  fact  that  at  that  time, 
April  12,  there  was  no  account,  the  treasurer's  account  had  not  been 
opened,  and  the  loan  was  made  directly  from  the  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York  to  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association, 
and  the  check  was  sent  directly  to  Mr.  Miles.  The  check  not  having 
been  deposited  in  the  account,  it  was  not  entered  in  pen  and  ink. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  but  of  course  vou  did  not  see  tnis  entry  made? 
You  simply  know  the  handwriting? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  beg  your  pardon;  1  saw  the  entry  made  and  signed 
the  check. 

Senator  Reed.  At  the  time  that  entry  in  pencil  was  made  you  had 
begun  making  entries  in  the  book  in  pen  ana  ink,  had  you  not? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  recollection  is  that  we  had  not;  that  that  was  made 
first,  and  was  made  in  pencil  bemuse  it  was  not  deposited  in  the  bank 
account,  and  we  wanted  to  keep  the  bank  account  to  correspond 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  sav  that  was  made  on  the  date  it  bears? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir;  when  tne  book  was  opened.  It  was  probably 
about  April  15. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  get  you  to  interpret  that  entry,  which  I  will 
read  again,  to  have  it  in  connection  with  your  testimony: 

1909,  April  12.    Loan  fr.  M.  A.  of  N.  Y.  (not  deposited.    Sent  to  Miles)  $1,000. 

"fr."  means  "from,"  I  suppose? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  "M.  A."  I  suppose  stands  for  the  Merchants' 
Association  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  were  the  secretary  or  treasurer  of  that 
association  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  was  the  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  make  out  the  check  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  did  not  make  it  out;  the  cashier  made  it  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  sign  it  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  recollection  is  I  signed  it,  as  our  checks  have  to  be 
1  by  two  officers,  and  I  signed  &ra\». 
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Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  transaction — how 
you  came  to  send  the  check  in  that  way  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  tell  us  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  At  the  meeting  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  com- 
mittee of  one  hundred  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association, 
which  was  held  in  Washington  about  the  1st  of  April — it  may  have  been 
March  29,  or  April  1, 1  can  not  remember  the  exact  date — Mr.  Towne 
was  made  the  treasurer  of  the  committee,  and,  as  I  recollect  it,  plans 
were  made  for  sending  out  literature  and  an  appeal  for  funds  to  those 
who  were  interested  in  the  tariff-commission  movement.  The  re- 
sponse to  those  appeals  for  funds  could  not  be  expected  on  the  instant, 
and  in  order  to  put  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Miles,  the  chairman  of  the 
executive  committee,  some  money  with  which  to  meet  the  expenses 
of  the  work,  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  loaned  $1,000, 
and  that  is  the  entry  of  the  $1,000  which  was  loaned  by  the  Mer- 
chants7 Association  oi  New  York,  the  repayment  of  which  appears  on 
page  3 

Senator  Reed.  The  repayment  of  what  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Of  that  loan.  The  repayment  appears  on  page  3, 
under  date  of  June  17,  as  follows: 

June  17,  The  Merchants1  Assn.  oi  New  York,  cash  advanced,  $1,000. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     Was  this  loan  made  on  April  12,  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  That  is  the  date  on  which  the  check  was  drawn,  and  it 
was  sent  at  once  to  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  it  one  check  for  $1,000,  or  two  checks  for 
$500  each  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  One  check  for  $1,000,  it  is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Reed.  When  was  the  $500  check  of  April  8,  which  you 
told  about 

Mr.  Mead.  I  did  not  speak  of  a  $500  check. 

Senator  Walsh.  No,  it  was  a  payment  at  that  time.  He  did  not 
say  he  drew  a  check. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  there  was  a  payment  of  $500  on  April  8. 

Mr.  Mead.  I  said  that  under  advice  from  Mr.  Miles — I  have  a 
memorandum  on  the  front  page  there  that  shows  a  payment  by  Mr. 
Miles  of  $500,  on  April  8,  to  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  this  slip  that  is  pinned  in  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  That  is  the  slip.  That  is  in  my  handwriting,  made  out 
in  the  summer  of  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  And  is  that  payment  of  $500  the  first  item  here  in 
the  right-hand  column  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  reads: 

Apr.  8,  pd.  by  Miles,  500? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  item  below  it  is  April  15,  $250. 

Mr.  Mead.  Paid  by  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Apr.  15.  Pd.  by  Miles  250. 

The  next  item  is: 

Apr.  26.  Pd.  by  Towne  250. 
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The  next  item  is: 

July  1.  Pd.  by  Towne  fa). 

Then  below  that,  without  any  date,  is: 

Pd.  by  Van  Cleave  1,000. 

Then  it  is  totaled  as  $2,750.  That  is  right.  When  was  the  slip 
from  which  I  have  been  reading  made,  if  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  In  July,  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  did  you  get  the  information  that  Mr.  Miles 
paid  the  $500  on  April  8  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  received  that  information  from  Mr.  Miles,  from  Mr. 
Towne,  and  according  to  this  memorandum,  which  is  in  my  hand- 
writing, there  must  have  been  a  letter  somewhere  from  Mr.  Watson — 
not  to  me,  Mr.  Senator,  but  a  letter — in  which  the  payment  is  re- 
ferred to. 

Senator  Reed.  That  thousand  dollars  which  appears  as  the  last 
item,  paid  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  is  not  the  thousand  dollars  which  ap- 
pears under  the  date  of  April  12,  1909,  at  the  top  of  page  2,  is  it  ? 

Mi.  Mead.  No,  sir.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  never  had  any  connection 
with  that  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  is  that  thousand  dollars  which  is  shown  in 
the  pencil  memorandum  at  the  top  of  page  2 1  Where  is  that  shown 
in  this  memorandum  sheet  ?    Is  it  shown  there  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  It  is  the  same  thousand  dollars.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was 
the  president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  Mr. 
Miles  received  the  thousand  dollars  from  them,  and  I  presume — and 
paid  it  to  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  you  did  not  personally  know  of  that  trans- 
action ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  knew  of  it  by  its  being  reported  to  us  for  entry. 

Senator  Reed.  You  evidently  misunderstood  my  question  of  a 
moment  ago,  because  I  asked  you  if  that  $1 ,000  which  is  m  the  written 
memorandum,  which  reads  "rd.  by  Van  Cleave,  1,000,"  is  the  same 
thousand  dollars  which  appears  at  the  top  of  page  2,  in  the  entrv 
which  reads,  lt  1909,  Apr.  12,  Loan  fr.  M.  A.  of  N.  Y.  (not  deposited. 
Sent  to  Miles)  $1,000." 

Mr.  Mead.  And  I  replied  that  it  was  not;  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
never  had  any  relation  with  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York. 
It  is  another  item. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  another  item  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  is  an  additional  thousand  dollars,  then? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  $1,000  which  appears  at  the  top  of  page  2 
under  date  ot  April  12,  in  that  entrv  which  has  been  read  repeatedly, 
was  money  that  your  association,  tliat  is,  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers— — 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  That  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York 
paid  or  advanced;  and  afterwards,  on  June  17,  that  appears  in  this 
item: 

June  17,  the  Merchants'  Ass'n.  of  New  York.    Cash  advanced,  $1,000. 
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Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  sir.  That  is  the  entry  on  account  of  repayment  to 
the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  of  the  $1,000. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  paid  it  back  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  It  came  tack  to  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New 
York  from  Mr.  Towne  as  treasurer  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association. 

Senator  Reed.  So  your  money  was  replaced  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Our  money  was  refunded. 

Senator  Reed.  What  amount  had  your  association  contributed  as 
a  subscription  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  We  have  made  a  subscription  of  $500  each  year,  includ- 
ing 1909,  down  to  date. 

Senator  Reed.  So,  if  I  get  you  right  now,  this  was  the  situation : 
When  you  started  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  it  did 
not  have  any  money  at  all,  and  Mr.  Miles,  on  April  8,  got  or  produced 
$500,  and  then  you  people  advanced  a  thousand  dollars  more,  so  as 
to  put  some  money  into  the  Treasury  of  the  National  Tariff  Com 
mission  Association  ?    That  is  correct,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  that  that  item  of  $500  advanced  by  Mr. 
Miles,  or  paid  by  Mr.  Miles,  is  dated  April  8  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  having  got  that 
money  on  a  check  of  Lulu  M.  Mulhall,  or  the  money  having  been 
obtained  by  Mr.  Mulhall  and  given  to  him,  on  April  8,  tne  checK  being 
dated  April  7  ? 

Mr.  mead.  I  understood  that  Mr.  Miles  received  the  money  from 
Mr.  Mulhall — that  Mr.  Mulhall  obtained  it  at  that  time  for  him — as 
Mr.  Miles  at  that  time  did  not  have  from  the  National  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Association  any  cash. 

Senator  Reed,  lou  understood  that  from  whom? 

Mr.  Mead.  From  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Miles  did  tell  you,  then,  that  he  did  obtain  or 
had  obtained  $500  from  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  afterwards  received  reim- 
bursement for  that  $500  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  situation  was  this,  that  Mulhall  obtained  and  gave 
to  Mr.  Miles — this  is  as  reported  to  us 

Senator  Reed.  By  whom  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  By  Mr.  Miles.  [Continuing:]  $500,  which  was  paid 
to  Mr.  Watson  as  the  first  payment  on  account  of  Mr.  Watson's 
services.     Subsequently,  Mr.  Miles — may  I  see  that  book  a  moment? 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Mead  (continuing  after  looking  at  book).  Subsequent  to  that 
date  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  sent  to  Mr.  Miles  the 
check  for  $1,000,  and  my  information  from  Mr.  Miles  was  that  out 
of  that  he  reimbursed  Mr.  Mulhall  for  the  $500  which  was  obtained 
to  meet  the  first  payment  to  Mr.  Watson.  Subsequently,  I  under- 
stand, the  second  payment  of  $250  was  made  by  Mr.  Miles,  also  out 
of  that  $1,000.  The  second  payment,  on  April  15,  if  I  remember 
right,  was  made  out  of  that  $1,000  which  was  received  in  the  form 
of  a  loan  from  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York.  You  will 
note,  Mr.  Senator,  that  the  account  starts  on  April  16, 1  think  it  is. 
.  Senator  Reed.  April  15. 

Mr.  Mead.  April  15. 
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Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mead.  That  was  the  time  the  account  was  established  and 
moneys  began 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  in  spite  of  the  insinuations  that  have  been 
thrown  out  from  time  to  time  that  Mr.  Mulhall  told  some  monstrous 
falsehood  when  he  said  he  had  loaned  to  Mr.  Miles  out  of  liis  own 
money  $500  to  make  the  first  payment  to  Watson,  that  appears  to 
be  the  absolute  truth  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Question  objected  to,  with  respect.  I  do  not 
know  who  has  made  any  such  insinuations. 

Senator  Reed.  They  have  been  thrown  out  in  every  way,  and 
thrown  out  by  one  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Mead.  If  I  were  to  attempt  to  answer,  Mr.  Senator,  I  should 
say  that  I  do  not  know  anything  about  any  insinuations  of  that  land. 

Senator  Cummins.  Who  is  the  member  of  the  committee  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Senator  Nelson  repeatedly  asked  questions  indi- 
cating that,  and  when  this  check  was  produced  it  was  carefully 
inspected.     I  just  wanted  to  clear  it  up. 

All  together,  your  association  has  collected  and  disbursed  exactly 
$45,000,  or  what  is  the  exact  amount  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  lie  has  stated  it  is  about  $45,000,  and  a  few 
dollars  one  way  or  the  other  would  not  make  any  difference,  I  think. 

Mr.  Mead  (after  examination  of  book).  As  I  add  the  figures,  the 
total  receipts  have  been  $45,708.73,  including  the  money  borrowed 
by  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  we  may  get  that  clear,  you  did  receive  a 
total  of  $45,000? 

Mr.  Mead.  $45,708.73 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  You  had  loaned  some  money,  a  thousand 
dollars 

Mr.  Mead.  Pardon  me;  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association 
has  received  the  $45,708.73,  and  from  time  to  time  during  the  past 
four  or  five  years  of  its  existence  it  has  borrowed  money,  wnich 
usually  has  been  loaned  to  it  by  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New 
York. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  borrowed  additional  moneys  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes;  from  time  to  time. 

Senator  Reed.  How  much  has  it  borrowed  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  Those  amounts  are  included  in  the  $45,000  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  They  are  included  in  the  $45,708.73,  and  aggregate 
about  $6,000. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  point  out  to  me  in  the  book  the  items 
representing  those  loans  ? 

Air.  Mead.  I  can  refer  by  dates  to  the  loans  made  by  the  Mer- 
chants' Association  of  New  York.     April  12,  1909 

Senator  Reed.  How  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  say  I  can,  offhand,  point  out  tho  dates  of  the  loans 
made  by  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York 

Senator  Reed.  To 

"Sir.  Mead.  To  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  please  give  us  the  dates  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  first  is  April  12,  1909,  which  is  the  date  of  that 
first  loan  we  have  been  speaking  of,  of  $1,000,  which  was  paid  back 
June  17,  1909,  as  shown  by  the  book. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  was  a  loan  obtained  to  pay  Mr.  Watson,  or 
to  make  up  moneys  that  had  been  advanced  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  That  was  a  loan  for  the  purpose  of  putting  cash  in  Mr, 
Miles's  hands  to  meet  expenses  of  the  work. 

Senator  Reed.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Mead.  The  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  had  no  con- 
nection whatever  with  the  methods  of  transacting  business  of  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

The  second  item  is  dated  September  27,  1909,  $25G.  That  loan 
was  repaid  to  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  on  October 
22,  1909.     Shall  I  go  on? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  proceed. 

Mr.  Mead.  On  December  3,  1909,  there  was  a  loan  from  the  Mer- 
chants' Association  of  New  York  of  $100,  and  on  December  7,  1909, 
there  was  a  loan  of  $200.  Both  of  these  sums  were  repaid  to  the 
Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  in  one  payment  on  December 
28,  1909. 

On  February  26,  1910,  there  was  a  loan  of  $2,000  from  the  Mer- 
chants' Association  of  New  York  to  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association,  which  was  repaid  at  varying  dates  in  four  different  in- 
stallments of  $500  each. 

The  next  loan  was  on  March  11,  1910,  to  the  amount  of  $500, 
which  was  repaid  to  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  on  Oc- 
tober 26,  1910. 

The  next  loan  was  on  June  14,  1910,  for  $100. 

The  next  loan  was  on  June  28,  1910,  for  $100. 

These  two  last  loans  were  repaid  in  one  payment  on  July  15,  1910. 

That  made  a  total  of  $4,250,  at  various  times  loaned  by  the  Mer- 
chants' Association  of  New  York  to  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association  treasury,  and  of  which  repayment  was  made. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  occurring  very  frequently  in  this  book  the 
name  of  Paul  C.  Patterson.    Who  was  he  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Paul  C.  who  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Patterson.  I  call  your  attention,  Mr.  Mead,  to  this 
item  on  page  21: 

Mch.  2.    Paul  G.  Patterson,  on  a/c  Wash'n.  services,  $75. 

Do  you  know  what  that  item  is  for? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Patterson  was,  I  think, 
engaged  in  literary  work;  but  I  have  no  knowledge,  personally.  May 
I  explain,  Mr.  Senator  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     Do  you  know  who  he  was  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  simply  kept  the  books  for  Mr.  Towne  in  my  office. 
The  Washington  work  was  not  under  my 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Towne  said  yesterday  that  he  did  not  know 
about  these  matters,  bat  that  you  would  know.  Now,  who  would 
know? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  recollection  of  Mr.  Towne's  statement  on  these 
matters  is  that  he  did  not  know  about  them.  Mr.  Miles  would  know 
about  the  Washington  work,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  Paul  C.  Patterson  was  employed  in  literary 
work.    Do  you  know  who  he  is,  or  anything  about  him  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  notice  again,  on  the  same  page,  the  following: 

Feby.  10.    Pmul  C.  Fkttersom  976.40. 

Yon  do  not  know  what  that  is  for ! 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  the  press  agent  of  jour  association — Paul 
C.  Patterson  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Mr.  Senator,  do  you  mean  the  press  agent  of  the  Mer- 
chants' Association  of  New  York,  or  of  the  National  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Association  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Either  one  of  them  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  He  was  not  the  press  agent  of  the  Merchants'  Association 
of  New  York;  and  I  do  not  know — I  have  no  knowledge — about 
whether  he  is  the  press  agent  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association. 

Senator  Reed.  On  the  same  page,  under  date  of  January  31,  there 
is  another  item  of  $75  to  Mr.  Patterson.  You  can  give  us  abso- 
lutely no  idea  about  who  Mr.  Patterson  was  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No;  I  do  not  know  the  gentleman  at  all. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suppose  there  are  other  items  of  the  same  kind 
on  other  pages.     I  have  not  run  all  through. 

Did  you  have  any  salary,  as  secretary,  for  keeping  these  books  f 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  the  secretary  of  the  National  Tariff  Com- 
mission Association  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  At  the  time  of  the  organization  Mr.  Goetzmann  of 
Chicago  was  secretary.  He  was  elected  secretary  at  the  meeting  of 
the  executive  committee  of  the  committee  of  one  hundred,  which  was 
held  in  Washington  about  April  1. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  iurnished  us  a  statement  of  the  various 
payments  made  to  James  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  sir;  everything. 

Senator  Reed.  You  have  read  them  into  the  record  I 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Goetzmann  did  not  remain  the  secretary  very 
lone,  did  he  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir.  Subsequently,  during  the  year  1909,  Mr. 
Henry  T.  Wills  became  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  And  who  is  secretary  now  t 

Mr.  Mead.  Mr.  Henrv  T.  Wills,  as  I  have  already  testified. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  here  an  item  under  the  date  of  June  18,  1909, 
which  reads: 

June  18.  C.  E.  Lewis,  in  full  for  comm'ns.  to  6/17,  $198. 

Do  you  know  w  aat  you  were  paying  commissions  for  ? 
Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  What  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Mr.  Lewis  was  a  man  who  was  employed  for  the  purpose 
of  gathering  contributions,  and  was  paid  on  a  commission  basis. 
Senator  Reed.  Then  i^ain  on  July  1,  1909, 1  see  this  item: 

July  1.  II.  II .  Lewis,  on  account,  $200. 

This  is  "H.  H.  Lewis."     Was  he  also  a  commission  man? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  he  ? 
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Mr.  Mead.  He  was,  I  think,  employed  by  the  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association,  or  the  committee  of  one  hundred — the 
same  thing — in  connection  with  literary  and  publicity  work;  but  I 
have  no  personal  knowledge. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  not  EL  H.  Lewis,  Henry  Harrison  Lewis  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  believe  he  is. 

Senator  Reed  Who  was  the  executive  secretary?  Now,  I  find 
again  under  date  of  July  1, 1909 : 

July  1.  C.  E.  Lewis,  on  %  commissions,  $132. 

Mr.  Mead.  He  is  a  different  man. 

Senator  Reed.  What  commissions  were  you  paying  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  do  not  remember.  I  simply  took  charge  under  direc- 
tion of  the  treasurer,  and  I  do  not  know  what  commissions  were  paid. 

Senator  Reed.  This  book  you  have  here  is  not  the  only  book  you 
have? 

Mr.  Mead.  It  is  the  only  book  except  the  bank-deposit  book. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  have  any  book  that  would  show  your 
transactions  in  detail  ?  It  just  simply  shows  what  money  you  took  in 
and  what  you  paid  out. 

Mr.  Mead.  This  is  simply  a  treasurer's  account.  I  have  no  knowl- 
edge of  any  others. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  the  secretary  keep  any  books  i 

Mr.  Mead.  I  have  no  knowledge. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  he  kept  accounts  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No ;  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  simply  the  treasurer's  book  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  This  is  simply  the  treasurer's  financial  book. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  laiow  whether  or  not  Mr.  Watson  made  any 
claim  for  any  additional  services  t 

Mr.  Mead.  Never  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  the  salary  of  the  secretary  was  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  do  not,  sir.  That  was  fixed  by  the  executive  com- 
mittee at  their  meeting  about  April  1,  and  I  was  not  a  member  of  that 
committee. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  there  any  other  salaries  paid  in  this  association 
except  that  to  the  secretary  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  There  were  not,  in  the  form  of  permanent,  continuing 
salaries.  When  services  were  required  for  some  special  work  there 
may  have  been  special  employment,  but  the  secretary  was  the  only 
continually  paid  officer. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  who  has  the  real  account  books  of  the 
association  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  What  association — the  National  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Association  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

Mr.  Mead.  This  is  the  real  account  book,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  the  account  book  of  the  treasurer,  but  have 
you  any  books 

Mr.  Mead.  Do  you  mean  the  records  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  any  books  that  show  the  detailed  trans- 
actions, such  as  are  ordinarily  Kept 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir.  The  treasurer  of  any  association  usually  does 
not  keep  such  records. 
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Senator  Reed.  Did  not  the  secretary  or  anybody  else  keep  books 
of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  do  not  know.  I  presume  the  secretary  did,  but  I 
have  no  knowledge.     I  was  never  secretary  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Of  course  an  item  like  this  does  not  mean  much 
unless  you  have  something  to  tell  what  it  is  for: 

Thomas  Groome  &  Co.,  $20. 
Business  Address  Co.,  $18.18. 

Nobody  can  tell  what  that  service  was  by  reading  this  book. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Senator,  I  want 

Senator  Reed.  You  can  simply  tell  that  that  much  money  was 
paid  out. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  simply  produce  this  to  show  the  payments, 
and  by  whom  made,  and  when  made,  and  for  whom.  We  did  not 
expect  that  the  whole  doings  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association,  with  their  records  and  what-not,  would  be  relevant. 
Mr.  Wills,  the  present  secretary,  can  be  produced  if  you  desire  it,  but 
we  thought  one  point  was  this  question:  Was  the  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association  supported  by  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  and  did  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
make  certain  payments  ?    Now  these  books 

Senator  Walsh.  The  committee  are  deeply  interested  in  knowing 
about  the  activities  of  this  National  Tariff  Commission  Association, 
as  well. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  suppose  that  Mr.  Wills,  the  secretary,  has  the 
records. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  entirely  appropriate  to  find  out  what  these 
payments  were  for. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Very  well;  but  this  witness  does  not  know  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  the  Senator  is  endeavoring  to  find  out 
from  him  where  we  can  get  the  information. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  there  were  any  account 
books  kept  by  the  secretary  I 

Mr.  Mead.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Reed.  From  what  source  did  you  get  the  items  that  you 
put  into  this  book  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  bills  came  to  the  treasurer  and  were  audited  and 
ordered  paid  by  him,  and  that  ended  the  financial  transaction. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  apparently,  then,  the  whole  financial  busi- 
ness was  done  right  there  in  your  office  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  financial  recording.  The  financial  business  was 
not  done  in  our  office,  nor  did  we  have  any  connection  with  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  mean  the  payment  of  the  bills. 

Mr.  Mead.  The  actual  drawing  of  the  checks,  and  the  financial 
recording,  but  not  the  determination. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  anything  whatever  come  before  you  showing 
what  the  service  was,  for  which  each  payment  was  made  ! 

Mr.  Mead.  Ordinarily  not,  except  the  bills  sent  for  payment. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  U.  I.  C.  A.  1 

Mr.  Mead.  May  I  see  the  record  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mead  (after  examining  book).  I  do  not  recollect. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  is  John  Chandler  Cobb  ? 
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Mr.  Mead.  John  Chandler  Cobb  is  the  present  president  of  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  in  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  think  in  the  fall  of  1909  he  became  president.  It  may 
have  been  in  the  summer.     I  have  forgotten  about  that.     • 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  here  in  July,  under  date  of  July  26,  the 
entry: 

John  Chandler  Cobb,  for  expenses  October  1,  1909  to  date, 
July  22,  1910— 

And  then  follow  a  number  of  items,  which  total  $782.36.  Appar- 
ently he  did  not  bring  in  his  bill  until  a  long  time  after  the  expenses  had 
been  incurred.     Was  he  at  this  date  the  chairman  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  What  is  the  date,  please  ? 

Senator  Reed.  July  26,  1910. 

Mr.  Mead.  Oh,  yes,  he  became  chairman,  or  president,  some  time  in 
1909. 

Senator  Reed.  These  items  I  am  now  referring  to  nearly  all  relate 
to  trips  to  Washington.     Where  did  Mr.  Cobb  live? 

Mr.  Mead.  In  Boston. 

Senator  Reed.  And  some  of  them  were  for  trips  to  New  York. 
Here  on  December  19,  1909,  is  an  item, 

4 'Expense  trip  to  Washington  and  twice  to  New  York,  $166.' ' 

Do  you  know  what  he  was  doing  here  at  that  time  ? 
Mr.  Mead.  I  do'not,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  In  fact,  you  can  not  give  us  any  light  except  just 
what  the  book  will  give  you  ? 
Mr.  Mead.  What  the  book  shows,  yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  And  you  can  not  even  explain  this  item: 

11  Subscription  to  U.  I.  C.  A.  for  current  year,  $500." 

That  is  the  one  I  asked  you  about. 

Mr.  Mead.  That  is  U.  T.  C.  A.     I  do  not  know  what  that  is. 

Senator  Reed.  U.  T.  C.  A.  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  it  not  N.  T.  C.  A.  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  think  it  is,  and  it  means  National  Tariff  Commission 
Association. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  undoubtedly  what  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  here  the  amount  of  the  subscription  to  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association  is  over  here  among  the 
expenses. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Cobb  charged  himself  with  the  $500  and 
rendered  a  bill  for  the  difference  between  $500  and  his  total  expenses, 
which  seem  to  have  been  $782.36  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  That  is  the  amount  of  the  subscription  received  through 
Mr.  Cobb,  to  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  $500. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand  it  now. 

Mr.  Mead.  That  is  deducted  from  the  total  of  the  items  of  his  bill, 
and  the  balance  is  cash  which  was  deposited  in  the  bank. 

Senator  Reed.  Thank  you.  That  explains  that  matter.  Do  you 
know  of  any  committees  having  been  sent  here  to  Congress,  or  any 
people  having  been  sent  here,  to  do  any  work  with  regard  to  legislation  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  was  never  a  member  of  any  committee  in  connection 
with  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association.    I  was  a  delegate 
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to  the  Indianapolis  convention,  and  from  that  time  on  I  have  .never 
been  a  member  of  any  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  How  much  was  subscribed  by  the  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York,  of  which  you  were  secretary,  to  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Do  you  mean  the  amount  of  our  contributions  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mead.  It  was  $500  for  each  of  the  years  1909,  1910,  1911,  1912, 
and  1913;  five  years,  aggregating  $2,500. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  subscription  of  the  National  Associ- 
ation of  Manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  $1,000  only. 

Senator  Reed.  They  made  the  original  subscription  of  $1,000,  and 
then  ceased  to  make  any  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  were  the  subscriptions,  if  anything,  by  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  never  heard  that  it  had  anything  to  do  with  it,  and  I 
do  not  know  anything  of  the  organization  except  in  name,  and  there 
has  never  been  any  subscription. 

Senator  Reed.  How  much  did  you  pay  Mr.  Watson,  all  together  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  $3,750. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  what  for  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  except  that  as  a  representative  of  the  national 
tariff  movement  and  the  committee 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  no  litigation  or  anything  of  that  kind 
that  you  knew  of  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Mr.  Senator,  you  ask  me  if  I  had.  I  am  not  repre- 
senting, and  did  not  at  that  time  represent,  the  National  Tariff  Com- 
mission Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  mean  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association 
had  no  litigation  that  you  knew  of? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Whatever  work  Mr.  Watson  was  to  do  or  did  do  for 
this  $3,750  was  some  work  done  here  at  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  It  was  work  done  under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Miles  as 
chairman  of  the  executive  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  you  can  say  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  never  was  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  was  the  information  communicated  to  you 
which  enabled  you  to  make  the  entry  upon  the  book  of  $500  paid 
to  Mr.  Watson  by  Mr.  Miles  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  That  original  $500  of  April  8  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mead.  By  Mr.  Miles  personally,  and  subsequently,  officially, 
through  Mr.  Towne  as  treasurer. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  did  you  get  the  information  from  Mr.  Miles  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  could  not  say  now,  Mr.  Senator,  for  that  is  so  long  ago. 
It  was  personal,  I  suppose;  and  Mr.  Towne  as  treasurer  reported  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Tnat  is,  it  was  communicated  orally,  not  in 
writing  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  think  so.     That  is  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  did  you  see  Mr.  Miles,  as  your  recollection 
serves  you  ? 
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Mr.  Mead.  I  saw  him  in  New  York  and  I  saw  him  in  Washington 
on  various  occasions,  at  various  times  during  that  year. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes,  but  you  think  that  entry  was  made  some 
time  in  July  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  know  it  was.  That  is  an  entry  in  a  memorandum, 
and  the  memorandum  was  made  in  mjr  own  handwriting. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  when  it  was  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  made  that  memorandum  about  the  time  of  the  final 
payment  in  July. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes,  but  do  you  know  when  it  was  that  Mr.  Miles 
informed  you  of  the  payment? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  recollection  is  that  the  first  information  was  at 
about  the  time  tne  payment  was  made,  and  it  was  because  of  the  need 
of  the  money  that  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  on 
April  10  loaned  the  $1,000. 

Senator  Walsh.  Were  you  in  Washington  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  was  here  about  the  time  of  that  meeting,  about  April  1 , 
but  was  not  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  however,  apparently  was  earlier  than  the 
8th  of  April? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  the  meeting  must  have  been  held  between  March  29 
and  April  3.     I  could  not  state  the  date. 

Senator  WALsn.  Of  course,  if  you  left  before  the  8th,  Mr.  Miles 
could  not  have  told  you  about  it  here. 

Mr.  Mead.  Mr.  Senator,  I  said  that  I  was  in  Washington  a  number 
of  times  during  that  year.  I  met  Mr.  Miles  here,  ana  I  met  him  in 
New  York. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  do  not  remember  that  you  have  any  letter 
from  him  telling  you  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  were  down  here,  apparently,  at  the  time  that 
the  arrangement  was  made  with  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  yourself  have  a  part  in  the  negotiations 
which  resulted  in  his  employment  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  talk  with  him  about  the  employment  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Not  that  1  recall. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  you  did,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  confer  with 
your  associates  about  it,  however  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Mr.  Senator,  I  wish  to  impress  again  that  I  was  not  a 
member  of  the  committee  at  all.  I  was  simply  here  accompanying 
Mr.  Towne,  who  was  present  at  that  meeting,  and  who  *was  a  member 
of  the  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  were,  however,  treasurer  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Mead.  Never.     Mr.  Towne  was  treasurer." 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  I  see.  Mr.  Towne  was  treasurer.  However, 
did  the  matter  of  the  employment  of  Mr.  Watson  come  to  your  atten- 
tion at  the  time  you  were  here  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  recollection  is  that  at  the  time  of  that  meeting  Mr. 
Miles,  who  was  chairman  of  the  executive  committee,  either  himself 
or  in  conjunction  with  a  subcommittee,  I  do  not  remember  which, 
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was  authorized  to  negotiate  for  the  services  of  Mr.  Watson.  Subse- 
quently those  services  were  arranged  for  by  Mr.  Miles,  and  the  ar- 
rangement as  reported  to  us  was  $250  a  week  for  an  indeterminate 
penod. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  do  you  know  whether  the  payments  made 
to  him  were  made  upon  that  basis,  on  the  basis  of  $250  a  week  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  they  were.    That  schedule  was 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  $3,750,  then,  represents  the  amount  paid 
for  the  time  that  he  was  employed  at  the  rate  of  $250  per  week. 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  was  no  arrangement  whatever  concerning 
anv  other  payment  that  was  to  come  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Never  that  I  heard  of,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  invite  your  attention  to  this  letter  of  his,  under 
date  of  August  4,  1909.  That  was  after  he  had  ceased  to  represent 
the  association,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes.     In  July  mv 

Senator  Walsh.  After  he  had  been  fully  paid,  as  you  have  told 
us,  for  such  services  as  he  did  render  to  the  association  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  says  in  this  letter  as  follows: 

Mr.  Mead.  To  whom  is  that  letter? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  addressed  to  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall.     He  says: 

I  do  not  think  that  neither  Mr.  Miller — 

Doubtless  that  should  be  Mr.  Miles — 

or  Mr.  Towne  will  be  willing  to  pay  me  anything  for  what  I  did  in  Washington.  We 
did  not  succeed  in  the  thing  that  was  closest  their  heart,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  ther 
are  so  cranky  with  respect  to  it  that  they  will  not  concede  me  even  a  little  credit 
for  having  had  anything  at  all  to  do  with  it- 
It  is  quite  true  that  this  whole  thing  was  in  fine  shape  until  Taft  made  his  free- 
trade  speech,  which  rubbed  the  hair  of  the  old-time  protectionists  the  wrong  way, 
but  Mr.  Miles  expected  me  to  control  the  Speaker  and  all  the  old-time  fellows  regard* 
less  of  these  conditions,  and  of  course  I  could  not  make  good. 

Of  course,  a  fee  would  be  wonderfully  beneficial  just  at  this  particular  time,  and 
very  thankfully  received,  but  I  see  no  chances  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  Mead.  What  is  your  question  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  The  question  is,  Do  you  know  what  the  consid- 
eration was  that  prompted  Mr.  Watson  to  write  a  letter  of  that 
character,  in  view  of  what  you  have  told  us? 

Mr.  Mead.  Certainly  I  have  no  knowledge  of  what  was  in  his  mind. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  can  not  understand  what  the  fee  was  that 
he  was  feeling  he  had  earned,  and  ought  to  receive  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  only  reasonable  interpretation  of  that  letter,  in 
view  of  the  arrangement  which  was  made  with  him,  is  that  it  was 
carelessly  written,  and  might  have  meant  any  more  compensation, 
or  further  compensation;  but  I  of  course  know  nothing  about  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  vou  have  not  learned  anything  from  your 
associates  which  would  shed  any  light  on  this  letter,  or  give  any  sig- 
nificance to  it  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  you  were  frequently  in  Washington  dur- 
ing this  discussion.     Did  I  understand  you  correctly  to  say  that) 
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Mr.  Mead.  I  was  in  Washington  a  number  of  times  during  these 
periods 

The  Chairman.  And  what  was  your  business  here  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  am  secretary  of  the  Merchants  Association  of  New 
York. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  that,  sir.  What  was  your  business 
in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  As  a  representative  of  that  association  in  various  mat- 
ters. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  activities,  and  if  so,  to  what 
extent,  in  securing  legislation  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  did  not  catch  the  last  part  of  your  sentence. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  activities  or  perform  any  duties 
here  toward  getting  this  legislation,  or  promoting  this  legislation,  at 
that  time,  ana  what  was  the  extent  of  your  activities  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  recollection  is  that  at  that  time  I  did  perhaps  call 
on  several  Senators  or  Members  of  Congress,  to  lay  before  them  the 
merits  of  the  proposition  as  we  saw  it.  I  do  not  remember  who  they 
were. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  the  tariff  commission  proposition? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  were  you  in  Washington,  and  how 
often? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  could  not  say,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Frequently? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  could  not  say. 

The  Ciiairman.  Did  you  confer  with  Mr.  Watson  while  you  were 
here? 

Mr.  Mead.  At  times  I  met  Mr.  Watson,  yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  knew  he  was  the  attorney  for  them  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  conferred  with  him  from  time  to  time  as 
to  the  methods  and  manner  ofpromoting  this  legislation  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  had  met  Mr.  Watson  a  number  of  times,  and  both  of 
us  being  interested  in  a  given  subject,  of  course  we  talked  about  that 
subject.  I  do  not  remember  what  the  conversations  were,  because 
I  was  never  charged  with  the  duty  of  outlining  Mr.  Watson's 
operations. 

The  Chairman.  The  extent  of  your  individual  activities  in  refer- 
ence to  it  was  in  going  to  see  Senators,  but  you  do  not  remember  who 
they  were  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  No.  I  remember  that  I  called  on  Senator  Gallinger, 
but  I  do  not  remember  the  other  individuals. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  the  entire  extent  of  your  interviewing 
Senators  ? 
Mr.  Mead.  In  this  connection  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mead.  So  far  as  I  recollect.  I  probably  called  on  more  than 
Senator  Gallinger,  but  I  do  not  remember  who  they  were. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  here  for  that  purpose  when  you  were 
tiere? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  may  have  been  here  for  that  purpose,  or  I  may  have 
>een  here  for  other  work  for  the  association  at  tne  tune.  I  can  not 
ecollect. 
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The  Chairman.  What  other  work  would  the  association  have  here 
in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  The  association  has  been  interested  in  various  ques- 
tions and  matters  that  came  before  the  Legislature;  and  various 
departmental  matters,  and  I,  as  the  secretary,  usually  came  as  its 
representative. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  have  been  here  as  the  representative  of 
the  merchants'  association  in  connection  with  legislation  in  Congress 
before,  have  you  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  since  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  what  have  you  been  doing  to  promote  that 
end? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  beg  your  pardon.     I  did  not  catch  your  question. 

The  Chairman.  What,  if  anything,  have  you  been  doing?  What 
have  been  your  activities  in  regard  to  these  matters  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  My  activities  have  been  of  the  same  character,  to  ar- 
range for  hearings,  at  which  in  some  cases  our  views  would  be  pre- 
sented by  members  of  our  various  committees,  and  in  some  instances 
attending  the  meetings  mjrself  and  making  the  argument,  and  to  a 
very  limited  extent  calling  upon  Members  of  Congress,  in  each 
instance  for  the  sole  purpose  of  endeavoring  to  lay  before  them  the 
merits  of  the  different  propositions  in  which  we  may  have  been  in- 
terested at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  What  particular  propositions  have  you  been  inter- 
ested in,  which  brought  you  here  frequently  to  Congress,  to  promote 
or  try  to  defeat  legislation  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  beg  your  pardon  ? 

The  Chairman.  Promoting  legislation  and  trying  to  defeat  legis- 
lation ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Stating  it  roughly,  as  I  now  recollect,  practically  all 
matters  relating  to  the  bankruptcy  bill  in  its  various  stages,  matters 
relating  to  the  improvement  of  the  Consular  Service,  matters  relating 
to  post  office  development,  matters  relating  to  currency  legislation 
to  a  certain  extent,  matters  relating  to  patent  legislation;  in  other 
words,  in  general,  the  kind  of  legislation  which  in  one  way  or  another 
perfects  the  methods  and  conduct  of  business. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  a  headquarters  in  Washington? 

Mr.  Mead.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  other  representative  here  be- 
sides yourself  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Permanently  t 

The  Chairman.  Usually. 

Mr.  Mead.  Never  any  representative  in  Washington.  At  times, 
when  there  are  committee  meetings,  members  of  our  association  will 
como  here  for  the  purpose  of  attending  the  hearings.  If  there  ace 
cases  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  our  traffic  man- 
ager comes  and  is  active;  in  other  words,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  the 
conduct  of  commercial  organization  business. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  The  National  Tariff  Commission  Association  did 
have  a  Washington  office,  did  it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mead.  I  do  not  know  •,  I  waa  xvfcvfci  «A»  Xtaa  Wellington  office. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  had  an  office  in  Washington,  had  it  not? 

Mr.  Mead.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Cummins.  TTiere  are  some  questions  that,  T  wonld  haver 
been  glad  to  ask,  but  I  am  compelled  now  to  leave. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  k  a  letter  on  the  letterhead  of  the  executive 
committee  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association.  Washing*- 
ton  office,  610  Union  Trust  Building. 

Mr.  Mead  (after  examining  letter;.  I  recognize  that.  That  is  not 
an  office,  as  I  understand  it,  that  was  paid  for  hv  the  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association  at  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  did  pay  for  it  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Why,  that  is  Mr.  Emery's  office;  and  I  think  that  during 
at  least  a  part  of  that  period  Mr.  Emery  was  away  from  the  city,  and 
his  office  was  used  as  a  matter  of  convenience,  for  an  addree*. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  that  was  in  the  year  1909,  as  late  as  July  14. 
Do  you  know  how  long  they  kept  that  office  there,  right  m  Mr.  Emery'a 
office  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  If  I  gather  the  drift  of  your  testimony,  1  take  it 
that  you  testify  here  that  you  got  your  invitation,  from  Mr.  Eiesen- 
berg,  and  that  you  then  looked  tne  matter  up  and  sent  some  delegate* 
out  there.  Did  you  mean  by  that  testimony  to  say  that  this  whole 
scheme  of  the  tariff  commission  convention  nad  not  been  originated 
right  in  the  office  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and 
that  Riesenberg  was  only  a  kind  of  a  straw  man  who  was  put  up 
afterwards  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  That  was  not  my  understanding  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  going  to  call  your  attention  to  a  letter  here. 
By  the  way,  you  know  Mr.  Miles's  signature,  do  you  not  f 

Mr.  Mead.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  can  identify  it  or  not.  I  pre- 
sume I  have  seen  it. 

.  Senator  Reed.  I  say  to  the  committee  that  these  letters  are  letters 
that  were  produced  to  us,  found  in  the  files  of  Mr.  Schwedtman,  the  sec- 
retary of  some  of  these  associations.  They  were  produced  here  under 
subpoena.  The  letter  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  tariff  committee  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  II.  E.  Miles,  chairmani 
and  then  follow  the  names  of  a  number  of  other  men,  which  I  will 
not  read,  but  which  I  wish  copied  into  the  record. 

Senator  Walsh.  Probably  Mr.  Miles  will  be  on  the  stand  and  can 
identify  the  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  is  as  follows: 

Tariff  committee:  H.  E.  Miles,  chairman,  Racine-Sattley  Co.,  Racine,  Wis.;  J.  O.  B&tteBea  Columbtti 
Iron  A  Steel  Co.,  Columbus,  Ohio;  John  Kirby.tr.,  Dayton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Dayton,  Ohio;  I.  B; 
Mcintosh,  Mcintosh, Seymour  &  Co.,  Auburn. N.  Y.;  D.  M.  Parry.  Parry  ManufactoriagCo.,  Indian* 
apolis.  Ind.;  Daniel  C.  Ripley,  United  States  Glass  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  D.  A.Tomnkms,  D.  A.  Tomp- 
kins Co.,  Charlotte,  N.  C.J 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

Office  of  the  Chairman, 
Racine,  Wis.,  December  tl r  1908. 
Mr.  James  W.  Van  Cleave, 

President,  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Mr  Dear  Mr.  President:  I  inclose  herewith  four  sheets  embodying  a  " Cabinet 
discussion "  in  New  York  and  recommendations  on  the  proposed  tariff  commission 
convention. 

As  a  member  of  the  executive  committee  it  seems  to  me  I  ought  to  give  you  the 
benefit  of  my  judgment  where  it  is  positive  on  the  conduct  of  the  association ,  you  know- 
ing, of  course,  I  do  it  with  the  greatest  possible  regard  and  affectum  for  you,  and  mat 
because  of  that  regard.    Please  return  the  sheets  wheu  d«&»  Vti&.  ^qkisv  . 
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When  I  vent  into  the  New  York  office  Mr.  Bird  wee,  as  he  said,  "patting  *  few 
thought*  on  the  tariff  commission  convention  on  paper."  It  was  three  days  alter  that 
he  gave  me  the  attached,  which  may,  therefore,  he  accepted  as  showing  the  very  best 
of  hfe  constructive  ability  -  It  seems  to  me  a  logical  mind  can  find  almost  nothing 
in  it.  One  sentence  conflicts  with  another;  that  he  fails  to  touch  any  part  of  the  propo- 
sition directly  on  the  button,  the  main  obscurity  coming  on  page  second  alter  "pro- 
ceoiire. 

Witness  the  last  part  of  the  paragraph  beginning  "first."  What  Bird  means,  as  I 
found  by  inquiry,  is  that  we  should  sort  of  back  up  an  void  bill  that  Payne  may  suggest 
with  the  ides  that  some  sort  of  a  bfll  must  be  passed:  at  once  to  alky  public  disquiet 
and  that  this  bill  should  be  so  passed  as  to  rearouse  the  entire  public  that  a  tariff 
Commission  and  the  immediate  procedure  in  the  making  of  another  bill,  as  he  says, 
"would  assure  business  interests  that  a  tariff  commission  is  not  intended  at  the 
present  time  to  upset  or  continue  in  an  unsettled  condition,  business  conditions." 

Second  is  as  obscure  as  the  quotation  just  made — wonderfully  hodgepodge.  Third, 
notice  the  circumlocution,  the  gist  of  which  I  understand  is  that  Taft  would  sign 
any  sort  of  a  bill  as  a  trade  in  getting  a  tariff  commission.  I  am  sure,  on  the  contrary, 
he  will  sign  no  bill  that  is  not  approximately  fair,  nor  would  he  like  a  proposition 
from  us  or  anybody  else  that  he  might  prostitute  his  high  office  the  day  he  goes  in  by 
signing  a  bad  bill  either  upon  promise  of  better  behavior  beginning  at  that  time  or 
otherwise. 

"Cabinet  discussion."  I  greatly  appreciate  the  tribute  paid  to  the  chairman  of 
your  committee  under  this  head. 

I  think  you  are  going  to  have  trouble  with  Mr.  Bird,  or  if  not  make  a  bad  ""«*^k* 
somewhere  by  trusting  him.  He  is  business  manager  of  our  association  if  anybody 
can  tell  what  those  two  words  stand  for.  He  seems  to  indicate  no  appreciation  of 
what  that  term  means  and  to  have  no  duties  that  take  any  of  his  time  in  mat  direction, 
but  rather  to  be  pushing  himself  into  legislative  work  and  any  other  sort  of  committee 
work  that  he  hears  about.  I  wonder  if  there  is  not  something  in  the  way  of  manage- 
ment that  ought  to  be  done.  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  I  used  to  think  either  one  of  us 
could  take  charge  of  the  New  York  office  and  the  business  force  and  save  maybe 
$20,000  a  year,  getting  more  out  of  the  working  force  and  maybe  getting  either  a 
lessened  expense  on  publication  of  American  Industries  or  a  big  advertising  account, 
and  so  on  up  and  down  the  Hne. 

I  believe  the  New  York  cabinet  is  nothing  on  earth  but  Mr.  Bird,  with  Benney  and 
Boudinot  as  echoes.  The  attorney  a  real  nice  boy  who  may  have  some  personal 
judgment  of  his  own  and  Mr.  Lewis  experienced  only  in  publicity  work.  I  believe 
we  exceedingly  need  some  one  to  take  the  place  of  Mr.  Boudinot  and  Bird  as  con- 
templated when  dishing  left  us. 

Mr.  Mead,  secretary  of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York  is  the  ablest  man  I 
know  in  any  such  work,  but  I  do  not  dream  we  can  get  him.  I  had  two  experiences 
with  him  both  in  this  office  and  among  the  heavy-weight  merchants  of  New  York. 
His  association  is  on  a  back  street,  so  to  speak,  but  it  has  big  reception  rooms,  a  con- 
vention room  that  I  should  think  would  seat  150  to  200  people.  Its  name  is  cut  in 
the  front  of  the  building  as  if  it  owned  the  whole  building,  the  second  floor  of  which 
was  designed  especially  tor  their  use.  It  looks  as  though  he  has  three  times  and  maybe 
ten  times  the  efficiency  of  our  New  York  office,  and  rent  excepted,  not  over  one-fourth 
to  one-fifth  of  the  expense.  It  would  do  you  good  some  time  to  drop  in  on  him,  as 
you  can  very  easily,  indeed,  he  being  say  five  minutes  away  from  our  own  office.  He 
says  Mr.  Corwine,  who  has  just  taken  the  secretaryship  of  the  National  Council  of 
Commerce  would  be  a  very  able  man  and  would  have  answered  us  splendidly,  if  we 
could  have  gotten  him,  but  that  is  too  late  now.  He  has  a  statistician  who  is  tre- 
mendously capable  I  judge  and  other  capable  men,  if  I  could  pass  judgment  from 
the  talk  he  had  over  the  telephone  with  certain  men,  the  way  he  dictated  letters,  etc. 

In  great  confidence  I  have  to  say  I  understand  he  is  not  pleased  nor  willing  to 
cooperate  with  our  association  because  he  has  been  treated  curtly  when  he  has  made 
overtures  in  the  past. 

All  this  only  in  the  way  of  general  suggestion. 

Your?,  very  truly,  H.  E.  Milks, 

Chairman  Tariff  Committee. 

It  would  appear  from  that  that  you  had  some  acquaintance  with 
Mr.  Miles,  and  made  a  very  favorable  impression  on  him,  prior  to  the 
Indianapolis  convention. 
Mr.  Mead.  I  had  been  acquainted  with  Mr.  Miles  for  some  years 
prior  to  that  time;  I  do  not  remember  \uat  how  long. 
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Senator  Reed.  Had  you  talked  with  him  at  different  times  in 
regard  to  tariff  legislation  and  various  legislation  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Just  as  one  friend  and  acquaintance  talks  with  another 
in  connection  with  such  matters. 

Senator  Reed.  Had  you  talked  with  him  about  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  its  general  purposes  and  objects  f 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  knew  Mr.  Miles  was  active  in  that  association  ? 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  and  he  on  several  occasions  had  met  and 
consulted  more  or  less  with  regard  to  matters  of  common  interest? 

Mr.  Mead.  I  should  say  we  exchanged  ideas,  rather  than  con- 
sulted. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  to  the  committee  these  resolutions 
in  this  scheme  for  the  organization  of  this  National  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Association,  because  I  think  we  have  here  its  genesis. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Is  this  the  Bird  suggestion  ? 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  a  plan  that  was  drawn  up  by  Mr.  Bird,  and 
it  was  attached  to  the  letter  and  referred  to.     I  read  as  follows: 

Referring  to  the  proposed  Permanent  Tariff  Commission  Convention,  the  Cabinet 
discussed  this  matter  to-day,  and  they  recommend  as  follows: 
That  the  place  of  meeting  be  Cleveland,  Pittsburg  or  Buffalo — 

Then  "Washington"  is  interlined. 

These  places  are  suggested  in  order  to  remove  from  the  meeting  any  suspicion  of 
its  being  the  thought  or  action  of  the  gentleman  who  proposed  it  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave, 
all  feeling  that  it  would  be  detrimental  to  the  proposition  should  it  be  known  that 
the  Senator  was  interested  in  it;  one  other  influencing  thought  in  connection  with  the 
location  being  that  any  one  of  the  three  is  a  night's  ride  from  almost  any  section  of  the 
country  east  of  St.  Louis,  north  of  Atlanta,  west  of  Boston,  and  one  thing  that  should 
be  most  carefully  considered  in  connection  with  it,  is  the  .best  geographical  location 
in  order  to  insure  an  attendance.  Any  one  of  these  three  cities  has  ample  accommo- 
dations for  from  one  thousand  to  fifteen  hundred  men. 

The  time  is  rather  short  to  consider  holding  this  much  earlier  than  February  15, 
in  order  to  secure  the  publicity  that  it  should  nave,  and  a  later  date  than  this  would 
seem  advisable  for  reasons  to  be  explained  later. 

I  will  remark  by  way  of  parenthesis  that  the  National  Tariff 
Commission  Association  did  meet  on  February  16,  just  one  day  later 
than  the  date  suggested. 

I  continue  with  my  reading: 

Method. — We  have  many  associations  pledged  to  a  tariff  commission.  Would  sug- 
gest getting  into  communication  with  these  associations  at  once,  suggesting  to  them 
the  idea,  also  date  and  location,  when  argeed  upon,  and  endeavor  to  get  these  asso- 
ciations to  interest  their  members  or  appoint  committees,  and  insure  their  represen- 
tation. When  this  is  done,  use  the  weight  of  the  attendance  pledged  to  secure  the 
attendance  of  other  organizations,  local,  State  or  national,  such  as  we  have  addressee 
of  in  the  council  book  forwarded  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Expense. — All  bodies  should  bear  the  expenses  of  their  representatives  to  this  con- 
vention, leaving  the  matter  of  the  expense  for  hall  and  contingent  expenses  upon  such 
a  convention,  to  be  raised  by  subscription  by  a  ways  and  means  committee  at  the 
convention. 

Procedure. — It  seems  to  us  advisable  that  a  plan  of  action  be  forwarded  to  all  asso- 
ciations which  agree  to  be  in  attendance,  in  a  manner  as  follows:  Three  distinct 
objects  are  to  be  gained: 

First,  it  is  the  desire  of  all  commercial  organizations  to  establish  as  soon  as  possible, 
business  confidence,  based  upon  the  assurance  that  there  will  be  no  continued  tariff 
legislation,  or  that  the  special  session  of  Congress,  having  this  matter  in  charge,  can 
devote  its  efforts  to  the  preparing  and  passing,  as  soon  as  possible,  the  so-called  Payne 
bill,  this  to  be  based  upon  the  evidence  that  will,  or  may  have  been  submitted  tathfe 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  or  under  the  present  pVwi  o\  \iwxsva%\a»5&A.  ^»  ^» 
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minds,  this  would  assure  business  interests  that  a  tariff  commission  is  not  intended 
at  the  present  time  to  upset  or  continue  in  an  unsettled  condition,  business  conditions. 

Second,  it  would  assure  Congressmen  and  Senators,  that  the  business  interests  of 
this  country  only  desire  a  tariff  commission  that  will  afford  the  opportunity  of  sup- 
plying them  with  information  not  hastily  gathered  and  prejudicial,  but  that  schedule 
mpon  schedule  may  be  scientifically  examined,  where  conflicting  evidence  which  has 
reference  to  cost  as  presented  to  them  that  facts  pertaining  to  the  cost  may  be  obtained 
from  the  books  of  manufacturing  institutions,  and  not  hearsay  evidence;  and  that  the 
manufacturing  interests  were  willing  to  accept,  temporarily,  a  tariff  bill  based  upon 
the  information  as  gathered  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  under  present  pro- 
cedure, as  a  tentative  arrangement,  until  such  information  could  be  presented  to  them 
later,  in  a  more  authentic  manner,  for  their  information  and  guidance,  and  that  the 
various  interests  had  no  desire  to  deprive  the  House  or  Senate  of  their  rights  as  fixed 
by  law,  to  prepare  a  bill  for  tariff  revenues,  but  that  it  was  the  ambition  and  desire 
of  the  manufacturing  interests  that  they  be  guided  by  correct  information. 

Third,  it  would  assure  the  new  President  that  in  event  of  a  bill  being  presented  to 
him  for  signature  that  was*  not  in  strict  accordance  with  the  desire  so  often  expressed 
by  him,  he  would  be  ^iven  the  opportunity  of  saying  to  the  House  and  Senate  that  he 
would  be  willing  to  sign  this  bill  only  upon  the  asursance  that  they,  on  their  part, 
would  accept  a  permanent,  nonpartisan  tariff  commission  for  the  guidance  of  further 
legislators  upon  this  important  legislation. 

That  probably  should  be  "  for  the  guidance  of  further  legislation  " 
instead  of  "  further  legislators." 
To  continue  with  the  reading: 

Cabinet  discussion. — It  is  further  the  opinion  of  the  cabinet  that  the  moat  logical 
way  of  inaugurating  this  movement  would  be  through  the  central  committee,  of  which 
Mr.  H.  E.  Miles,  the  chairman  of  our  tariff  committee,  is  also  chairman.  These  asso- 
ciations are  all  pledged  to  a  tariff  commission.  We  feel  that  through  them  we  could 
gain  the  support  and  inspiration  necessary  to  make  this  of  sufficient  weight  and  impor- 
tance to  gain  the  necessary  publicity,  and  impress  upon  the  manufacturing  interests 
of  this  country  that  it  was  a  spontaneous  outburst  from  a  great  many  Urge  state  and 
national  associations.  The  umque  position  that  the  chairman  of  our  tariff  committee 
holds,  that  of  having  presented  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  an  array  of  informa- 
tion and  facts  that  has  in  such  a  short  while  caused  that  committee  and  the  country 
to  recognize  the  fact  that  .wrongs  exist  that  should  be  righted,  makes  him  the  most 
logical  man  to  head  the  movement.  Realizing  fully  the  immense  amount  of  detail 
work  that  this  would  bring  upon  him  we  tender  to  him  the  assistance  of  this  office  and 
its  various  departments,  and  the  clerical  help  necessary  to  carry  on  this  project,  and 
we  earnestly  request  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  give  this  latter  suggestion  his  most  careful 
consideration. 

We  note  in  the  dailypapers  an  attempt  by  Mr.  Reisenburg  to  gather  to  him^lf  the 
credit  of  this  effort.  We  feel  that  Senator  Beveridge  should  oe  advised  that  the  cen- 
tral committee  is  the  most  logical  body  to  carry  on  this  work,  and  that  any  effort  of 
Mr.  Reisenburg,  under  any  instructions  from  the  Senator,  should  be  conducted  with 
due  deference  to  the  wishes  of  the  central  committee. 

Representation. — One  delegate  to  each  1,000  or  fraction. 

I  read  in  connection  with  that  the  reply  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  which 
ia  not  signed,  but  which  refers  to  this  letter  and  is  attached  to  it,  and 
which  manifestly,  from  its  typewriting  and  appearance,  must  be 
from  him: 

December  24, 1908. 
Mr.  H.  E.  Miles,  Racine,  Wis. 

My  Dkib  Mb.  Milks:  I  wish  that  I  could  have  a  long  talk  with  you  instead  ol 
attempting  to  dispose  of  several  important  matters  which  need  immediate  attention 
by  correspondence. 

Let  me  reverse  the  order  of  things  and  take  your  last  Utter  first,  I  mean  the  one  of 
the  21st,  in  which  you  criticize  Mr.  Bird.  From  my  talks  with  you  in  Washington  you 
know  my  sentiments.  You  appreciate  that  I  consider  Mr.  Bird  tour  from  faultless*  but 
I  declare  it  seems  so  hard  to  get  perfect  men.  I  have  endeavored  conscientiously  to 
get  the  New  York  office  and  the  business  affairs  of  the  association  in  reasonably  flood 
shape.  I  know  that  we  could  make  many  improvements,  but  neither  you  nor  l.h+vt 
the  tim0  to  stay  at  the  New  York  office  and  boss  the  fob,  and  you  know  what  «*  tot* 

Jmve  had  in  looking  for  a  man  until  we  found  Mr.  Bird.  * 

» 

\ 

\ 
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You  will  remember  that  Mr.  Gorwine  was  discussed  at  one  time,  and  nme  members 
of  our  executive  committee  seemed  to  feel  that  while  he  might  be  a  very  good  mam 
in  some  lines  that  he  would  not  do  at  all  for  our  association.  Maybe  Mr.  Mead  would 
be  better,  but  I  feel  that  it  would  be  a  hardship  which  I  should  not  be  asked  to  under- 
take, to  make  any  change  at  the  New  York  office  during  my  administration,  unless 
each  a  change  becomes  more  necessary  than  it  is  now.  I  have  only  a  few  months 
more  to  serve  as  president  of  the  association,  thank  the  Lord!  and  I  should  like  to 
leave  the  affairs  of  the  association  harmonious  and  peaceful  and  reasonably  efficient. 
Maybe  we  have  not  made  as  much  headway  in  that  direction  as  we  are  expected 
to,  but  we  have  done  the  best  we  could,  and  I  believe  we  have  a  great  improvement 
over  old  conditions  under  Cushing. 

I  thoroughly  appreciate  the  spirit  in  which  your  suggestions  are  made  and  I  thank 
you  for  them.  I  think,  furthermore,  that  we  should  carefully  watch  the  New  York 
office  and  Mr.  Bird  in  particular  and  that  we  should  be  prepared  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion at  the  next  board  meeting,  which  takes  place  early  in  February. 

I  suggest  that  at  the  time  of  the  next  board  meeting  we  also  have  a  joint  meeting 
with  the  members  of  the  tariff  committee.  I  regret  to  say  that  there  is  a  tendency 
among  some  of  the  members  of  that  committee  to  criticize  you  and  to  criticize  me 
for  the  manner  in  which  we  carry  out  the  association's  tariff  policy. 

I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  every  member  of  the  committee  to  speak  straight  from  the 
shoulder  at  our  meetings.  It  is  due  you  and  it  is  due  me.  However,  instead  of  that 
some  of  our  people  have  gotten  into  the  habit  of  saying  very  little  at  the  meetings 
but  the  very  minute  they  get  home  they  begin  to  make  suggestions  as  to  what  I 
ought  to  do.  I  am  weary  of  carrying  this  great  burden,  and  I  was  about  to  attach 
some  letters  hereto.  This  would  be  in  line  with  my  policy,  because  I  have  nothing 
to  hide,  but  such  letters  would  necessarily  create  a  feeling  which  is  anything  but  sea- 
sonable at  this  time  of  the  year,  when  everything  should  be  peaceful  and  harmonious. 

It  is  my  idea  immediately  after  the  first  of  the  year  to  send  out  a  letter  to  every 
director  and  ask  him  to  get  ready  for  a  discussion  of  the  association's  affairs,  tariff 
included,  at  the  next  board  meeting.  What  is  the  use  of  having  meetings  if  the  dis- 
agreeable duty  of  settling  the  association's  policies  on  important  questions  is  to  be  put 
up  to  the  president  and  the  chairmen  of  our  important  committees  between  times. 
I  speak  a  little  more  feelingly  about  this  whole  matter  to-day  than  I  ordinarily  do 
because,  as  I  say,  I  am  weary  of  it  all.  Without  wishing  to  criticize  anyone  I  must 
confess  that  I  don't  understand  some  of  our  associates.  They  are  big,  lovable  men  in 
every  way,  but  somehow  the  tariff  question  seems  to  bring  out  whatever  little  narrow- 
ness there  is  in  their  natures. 

While  speaking  about  our  tariff  policy  I  strongly  advise  that  the  letter,  of  which 
Mr.  Lewis  has  sent  me  draft  as  intended  for  the  members  of  the  Central  Tariff  Com- 
mittee, the  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  the  National 
Association  of  Agricultural  Implement  &  Vehicle  Manufacturers,  be  sent  out  only  to 
the  members  of  the  Central  Tariff  Committee  and  to  the  members  of  the  National 
Association  of  Implement  &  Vehicle  Manufacturers.  The  letter  is  splendid,  but  it  is 
going  to  give  us  some  more  trouble  with  our  members,  not  on  account  of  what  it  con- 
tains, but  since  it  was  decided  inadvisable  that  in  your  appearance  before  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  at  Washington  you  represent  our  association  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  out  of  place  to  make  a  report  to  our  members.  Of  course,  if  the  members 
of  our  tariff  committee,  to  whom  vou  have  possibly  submitted  this  letter,  arrive  at  a 
different  conclusion  I  will  be  glao!  to  change  my  views.  Let  me  hear  from  you  on 
this  subject  as  well  as  on  all  others  covered  in  this  letter  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

In  conclusion  I  wish  you  and  yours  a  Merry  Christmas  and  a  Happy  New  Year, 
Very  cordially  yours, 

,  President. 

P.  S. — I  have  gone  over  the  Stone  article  with  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  I  think  it  is  a 
splendid  argument  for  a  tariff  commission.  I  have  taken  the  liberty  of  editing  this 
article  some  and  I  attach  it  hereto  in  the  form  in  which  I  have  instructed  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man to  send  it  to  Mr.  Lewis  for  publishing  in  American  Industries  of  Jan.  1 .  I  have 
also  instructed  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  send  check  for  $300  to  Mr.  Stone. 

I  have  not  that  other  letter  here.  I  will  ask  no  questions.  The 
letters  speak  for  themselves. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  now  adjourn  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow. 
Mr.  Mead,  I  want  you  to  hold  yourself  in  readiness  for  cross-examina- 
tion bv  Senator  Cummins. 


4014     MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLAlldir. 

Mr.  Mead.  May  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  committee  ?  I  came 
to  Washington  on  a  subpoena,  and  was  here  yesterday  morning.  All 
my  arrangements  have  been  made,  and  my  family  are  ready,  with 
everything  packed,  to  go  to  Maine.  This  is  my  only  vacation  of  the 
year,  and  we  are  due  to  leave  New  York  on  the  night  train  to-morrow 
evening.  It  is  impossible  at  this  time  of  the  year  to  change  Pullman 
accommodations  on  trains  from  New  Tork  to  Maine.  Is  there  not 
some  way  in  which  I  can  be  examined  to-day  f 

The  Chairman.  I  will  see  Senator  Cummins,  and  see  if  he  will 
waive  his  right  to  cross-examine.  You  can  see  me  later  upstairs  in 
the  Marble  Room. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  You  could  be  examined  any  time  this  afternoon  t 

Mr.  Mead.  Yes;  Just  so  that  I  get  the  3  or  4  o'clock  train. 

The  Chairman.  If  Senator  Cummins  desires  to  examine  you  I  will 
notify  you. 

(Thereupon,  at  12.40  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  adjourned 
until  to-morrow,  Friday,  August  15,  1913,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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